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I APPROACHTO COMMENT RESPONSE

Comments from both NJDEP and USEPA regardmg the RAWP cover a broad variety of issues, and
LEC believes these comments can most effectwely be addressed by combining them into specific
groups of similar topics, and then focusing in on the key issues. The speaﬁc groups of topics and key

- issues outlined in this response document are as follows:

o Extent of Source Reduchon ~including extent of confirmatory sampling, deanup criteria
and delineation, and impact of the Impermix monolith on the hydrogeologic system.

¢ Post-Remedial Action Groundwater l’erformance Monitoring ~ including monitoring of '
the remediated zone and Monitored N atural Attenuation (MNA) of the  surrounding
groundwater.

¢ Impacts to the SurroundmglEnvu:onment— including wetland dehneauons and
restoration details, ecolog1ca1 impacts and issues related to the Rockaway River and
sediments.

¢ Costs and Schedule Issues - issues speaﬁca]ly addressing the pro;ect schedule and costs
(both current and pro;ected),

e Miscellaneous Remedial Achon Issues - mdudmg pre-constructlon as well as
post-construction activities

' This Comment Response Summary follows the: general groups of topics outlined above. Table1

provides a cross reference to specific agency comments as listed in their respective letters. The item
numbers referenced are either the section numbers as cited by NJDEP, specific comment numbers by

USEPA, or by general comment from either agency.

I EXTENT OF SOURCE REDUCTION AND CONTROL
The following sections present LEC’s response to those commients outlined in Section II of Table 1. |
11  Confirmatory Samplmg Denslty and Source Removal Effectiveness

Extent and Dehneagon of Lead: The excavation limits in the RAWP were planned to robustly
encompass the removal of metals- and PCB-impacted soils exceeding cleanup objectives.
These limits were based on an extensive number of vertical and horizontal sampling points
installed over the past ten years. As shown in Figure 6 of the RAWP, extensive investigation
paints a clear picture as to the limits of lead contamination. The extent of lead contamination

" in site soils was fully delineated in 4 quarter 2001 and documented in the report entitled
Nature and Extent of Lead in Soils and Groundwater Vol(s) I and Il (RMT, March 2002). Figure2of
the March 2002 report shows lead concentrations in site soil and the associated limit of extent.
This report, including the conclus1ons reached regarding the extent of lead in soils was
accepted by NJDEP and USEPA. The proposed lead excavation area outlined in the RAWP
was derived from this data. :
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TABLE 1
NJDEP & USEPA RAWP COMMENT SUMMARY

COMMENT RESPONSE OUTLINE & CROSS- : : , COMMENT
~ REFERENCE '

1. ConﬁxmatorySamplngenmtyandSourceRemnvaI . NJDEP . 553 555 557 36, RAWPp.3-8Bu11et2

Effectiveness . oo 1 UsEPA ) 5a, 5b:and 5¢
' b ‘ RAWP p.3-8 Bullet 2, 6.4 Conceptual Report,
2. Pre-Construction Activities . NIDEP RAWP p. 6-1 Section 6.2
© USEPA | 1,5¢
3. Post-Construction-Report ] i _USEPA 1,15
4. Excavation Design Issues ' [ . N]DEP &4 CanceptualReporg —
s\ USEPA : General Comments, 7c,10

NJDEP RAWP p. 6-1 Section 6.2, Comment No. 7
USEPA General Comments, 5b, 7a, 7b, 7c, 8,9, 12

Performance Monitoring and MNA

o USEPA 6,12a,12b, 13,14
2. Ecological Issues USEPA & USFWS - USFWS 5/24/04 Letter
3, Rockaway River Issues 1 . USEPA 1 7d, 11

- 2’ 3’ 4
General Comments, 10
Emailed comment 8/26/04

1. Pre-Construction and General Issue
2, Post Construchon Issues
Construction

Dlscharge, Emergency Response and Impact to! Source E
Reduction project | NJDEP Comment No. 7__

’
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Due to the potential Borough of Wharton end use scenario of a municipal complex with a park
setting, the on-site soil cleanup objective for lead in soil was also lowered from 600 mg/kg
(ppm) 1994 ROD cleanup criteria to a more stringent 400 ppm residential goal.

PCB Delineation: Both NJDEP and USEPA approved the PCB delineation outlined in the
Weston report entitled Phase I ROD Implementation (Weston, 1994). To date, the PCB
remedial action has not been implemerited at LEC; however; the PCB area proposed for
excavation in the RAWP was demved from the delineated area premously approved by the

NJDEP and USEPA. . u
Proposed Confirmatory Sample Spmg The lead and PCB confirmatory soil sample spacing

outlined in the RAWP was derived from USEPA guidelines, and the grids were adjusted to be
certain samples were included within the outer bounds of the planned excavations as defined
by ten years worth of soil samplmg data. [Also, the sampling grids represent the minimum
practical dimensions of working cells for excavation of both the lead- and PCB-impacted soil
areas. The increase in the excavation size in the eastern PCB area; and the addition of lead soil
excavation sidewall confirmatory samples should provide enough data to assure the removal
of impacted PCB and lead soils. | ' ‘

PCB Confirmatory Sampling: LEC does not beheve an increase in the vertical confirmatory
sampling frequency or side wall sampling for PCB-impacted soils is necessary or beneficial, as
previous investigations have cleaily delineated the vertical and horizontal extent of the PCB
source area(s). Please also note that the proposed PCB excavation is very shallow (the lesser of
top of the water table or 2-ft bgs) as this area is located in the wetland area to the east (The
Wharton Enterprise property). '

Lead Excavation Side Wall Samp‘ ling: Iti is agr"eed that limited sidewall sampling of
lead-impacted soil areas be perfomled at spacing not-to-exceed one discrete sample per
50 lineal feet of excavation wall in the lead-lmpacted area.

LNAPL Sampling: LEC does not mtend to perform LNAPL confirmatory sampling. %
Collection of confirmatory samples that would be truly representative of soils underlying the g,_;ow
major portion of free product smear zone while digging through slurry is problemauc, and
historic groundwater elevations data have enabled the accurate definition of the LNAPL

smear zone. Data indicate that 622 feet above mean sea level (ft MSL) is the historic low

shallow water table, and is subsequently the target depth for the LNAPL excavation. In

addition, as is outlined in the RAWP and i in the following responses, LEC intends on
implementing a preconstruc:hon boring; program to verify hlstoncal smear-zone depth data

and detail final excavation depths. Furthermore, a thorough post construction monitoring
program will be developed in cooperation with USEPA and NJDEP to evaluate MNA and the
potential impacts of any residual contamination on both surface and groundwater over the
long-term. LEC intends to obtain regulatory input and approval(s) regarding all aspects of the
long-term monitoring program (i.e., momtonng locations, site hydraulics, analytes, samplmg

frequency, modeling efc.).
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Clean Fill (Category C Material). Samph_g,g Discrete total lead soil samples will be collected
from material excavated and stockpﬂed as clean fill for use later in the project at a frequency of
one sample for every 300 in place cubic yards (IPCY) of material excavated and stockpiled.’

PCB-Impacted Soil Clear Cntena. In the event that PCB—:mpacted soils are removed to 7 7
below the 2 ppm Nonresidential Direct Contact Soil Cleanup Criteria (NRDCSCC), but not
below the Residential Direct Contact Soil Cleanup Criteria (RDCSCC) of 0.49 ppm, deed ‘
restrictions will be placed on: the Wharton Enterprise property. LECis in the process of (,aJ ""{' Y ,%
. determining the use of deed restrictions at the Wharton Enterprise property. If deed
. restrictions are not an option, the PCB impacted area will be excavated to the 0.49 RDCSCC
with confirmatory sampling mplemented as outlmed in the RAWP.

Extent of Free-Produg Impacted Soils: The extent of free-product 1mpacted soils was

* presented in detail in the report entitled Findings and Recommendations Regarding a Conceptual
Free-Product Remediation Strategy, (RMT, March 2002) (herem “the conceptual report”) and
formed the basis for the limits of the excavation in the RAWP. These limits were based on a
large number of soil borings, we]ls and trenches installed over many years (Ref. Figure 6 in the
RAWP). The goal of this source reductxon action is to remove as much of the free-product as
is “practicable,” ot to remove: evegr possible molecule of contamination, fMonitoring of e
free-product recovery has shown thicker pockets of free-product soils characteristically
centered along the axis of the free-product zone. The RAWP specifically calls for excavation to
elevahon@ the historical seasonal low water table) within the delineated Zone to remove
the vast majority of free product. The vast majority, specifically the DEHP component of the
smear zone, will be bound up in the screened and solidified material excavated from the
smear zone, However, LEC wﬂl have the ability if the situation or conditions warrant to try
and containerize free product during the source reduction construction project for eventual
off-site management if the need arises (i.¢., skimming free product with booms, etc. from the
surface of groundwater that may accumulate in open excavations). LEC understands the
importance of removing as much LNAPL as possible, and will certainly capitalize on the -
removal of free flowing recoverable product in the field if conditions arise.

. 112 Pre-Construction Actw1t1es

e-Construction Borings: The purpose of the pre-construchon borings is to opnnuze the
plannmg of excavation depths to the top of the smear zone, to identify areas needing control
of potential free product, and to, >be sure that any areas of potentially product-depressed water
table are encompassed within the zone of the Impermix blend. These borings are not intended

' to address the delineation of free-product or metals-impacted soils outside the planned

excavation, as those limits have been well deﬁned Proposed locations of the pre-construction
borings were based on historic investigation results and recent quarterly monitoring (i.e.,
potentiometric surface and EFR data). Additional pre-construction boring locations may be
advanced while in the field if further definition is needed based on site conditions at
construction kickoff. Any mod:ﬁca'aons to the scope of work outlined in the RAWP wﬂl be
documented in the Remedial Action Report (RAR).
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RAWP and RAR Cross-Sections: The limits of all areas proposed for excavation are discussed
in the RAWP, and depicted in both east/west and north/south oriented cross-sections (Ref.
RAWP Figures 8, 10, and 11 through 18). LEC feels that adequate use of cross-sections to
visually depict the proposed areas of excavation was prov1ded in the RAWP. Cross-sections
will be utilized in the RAR to depict the vertical component of actual excavations.

Well Abandonment: Of the total 97 site subsurface monitoring locations (i.e., monitoring
wells, well points, EFR wells and caisson wells), 67 of these locations as outlined in RAWP
Table 7 will be abandoned by either grouting in place or over-drilling.

| L
I3  Post-Construction Remedial Action Report (RAR)

As outlined above, the RAWP presented numerous transects oriented toward the River
illustrating the extent of contaminated soils and the planned areas of excavation. LEC will
provide the locations and results of confirmatory sampling along with an overlay of original
results to illustrate that metals- and PCB-xmpacted soils have been removed, and the extent to
which product-lmpacted soils were excavated in the RAR. As outlined above, cross-sections
depicting the actual excavations will also be presented in the RAR. The RAR will be
submitted to both USEPA and NJDEP for review no later than 90 days following completion
of the source reduction construction activities.

14  Excavation Design Issues

Free- and Residual Produ Issues Asa clanﬁcahon, the RAWP proposes that free product-
impacted soils will be éxcavated to the historically low water table elevation of approximately
qn_212/feet MSL)) Because the use of dewatering techmques are not feasible at the site, useof an
permix slurry will control the hydraulic problems that are -anticipated when excavating into
the smear zone below the water’ table. In. addmon, any visually observed quantities of floating
free product that are practical to collect will be removed from the excavation, accumulated
on-site in either drums and/or ASTs, and disposed as hazardous liquid waste. It is anticipated
that any small amount of residual LNAPL constituents that may be attached to fine-grained
soil particles and not removed by excavation will, instead, be entrained within the hardened
Impermix Monolith. This will isolate the residual product from contact with groundwater.

has not be removed to affect improvement in downgradient groundwater quality by means of
natural attenuation, then contingent measures can be implemented which could include
passive and active remedial scenarios.. Determmmg the feasibility of post source reduction -
remedial measures for remammg measurable free product (if applicable) can only be
performed post source reduction to take into account the significant changes in the monitoring
network and site conditions. :

Impact of Impermix Monohﬂl. It is acknowledged that the presence of a lower permeability
monolith may alter very shallow groundwater flow across the site. In fact, it is anticipated

that this will help to minimize the solubilization of any small amounts of residual free product
that may remain entrapped in the monolith after excavation in the smear zone is complete.

Remedial Coriﬁngen‘cies: Should post-construction monitoring suggest sufficient free product ]
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LEC also agrees that any increase in pH would be beneficial, further inhibiting the
solubilization of metals in the soils. Regarding increased surface runoff potential and loss of

‘metals-impacted soils to the river, LEC does not anticipate these issues to become problematic

because 1) the heavily impacted soils (i.e., lead, PCBs and process waste) will be removed
from the site prior to the smear i\‘one excavation and subsequent monolith installation; 2) soil
erosion and sedimentation controls will be in place during and after construction with Best
Management Practices (BMPs) as approved by both the NJDEP and Morris County Soil
Conservation District (MCSCD); 3) the long-term use of the site will include cover materials
and vegetation that will have a 51gruﬁcant impact on infiltration potential as well as
prevention of soil loss due to overland sheet flow, and 4) a substantial “buffer zone” of clean
backfill will exist between the monglith and surface water bodies that will prevent any
particulate runoff of LNAPL constltuents The presence of the monolith will be noted in any
chain of title for the site. ‘

- GROUNDWATER PERFORMANCE MONITORING AND MNA

The following sections present LEC’s response to those comments outlined in Section IIT of Table 1.

- Attenuation of Dissolved Constituents in Groundwater (MNA workplan). The MNA workplan

nm1 MNA Work Plan

As requested by NJDEP and USEPA in previous letters summarizing review of various
quarterly monitoring reports, LEC unplemented the approved MNA sampling protocol
outlined in the agency approved\ May 2001 Workplan for Supplemental Investzgatton of Natural

]

ST,
el —p‘—_ s

.

was implemented in second quarter 2004 (2Q04) after installation of one of the three proposed i
wells (MW-19-10) in the MW19/Hot Spot 1 area was complete Installation of two (2)
monitoring wells MW-27 and MW-28 was postponed until surface water pooling in the
Wharton Enterprise property as a result of excessive rain had cleared. Itis likely that
installation of these two wells will be performed after the source reduction project is complete
due to the potential interference with the expanded excavation footprint now proposed for the
Wharton Enterprise area (Ref. Appenchx G of the 2Q04 Monitoring Report) The expanded
excavation footprint is necessary to address the petroleum discharge into the Rockaway River
identified during the 2Q04 momtormg event field activities (installation of PDB samplers).

The release, subsequent emergency response activities, and the impact to the proposed source
reduction excavation on the eastern portion of the LEC site is outlined Section VII of thls
response document.

[II2 Post-Remediation Momtormg Deslgn

Upon completion of the source reduction remedial pro;ect, LEC will propose the installation of
a representative sampling network (i.¢., monitoring wells, staff gauges, dedicated in-well
equipment, pressure transducers efc.) to evaluate groundwater and surface water flow
patterns and quality over the long-tel:m This network will include the necessary structures to
monitor the presence of lead (although not detected in groundwater), LNAPL, and dissolved
phase contaminants of concern in groundwater and surface water across the entire LEC site.
Specifically, the hydraulics associated with the Rockaway River, the Wharton Enterprise
wetland area, and the Air Products drainage channel will be closely monitored and modeled
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~ to define accurate flow patterns. In addition, specific compliance points proposed for use as

long-term water quality moni'tor‘ihg locations will be installed in each of these areas.

T3 Post-Remediation Monitoring Plan (PRMP)

Specifics regarding the new 51te-w1de momtonng network, changes to the approved MNA M
workplan regarding field and Iaboratory analytes, degradatxon 1 products, sample frequency Q ?
and location, analytical methods, field sampling techmques, flow. patterns, and fate and

transport modeling will be proposed to both USEPA and NJDEP in a Post Remediation

Monitoring Plan (PRMP) for review and approval after the source reduction has been
implemented. Appropriate measures to further evaluate groundwater effects, if any, on
environmentally sensitive downgradlent areas, and the measures to be instituted if
groundwater contamination is detected in these areas will be addressed if site conditions
warrant such action as determined by samp]mg the new site monitoring network.

IIl4 Monitoring Updates and ROD Amendment

The results of the post source reductlon mionitoring events will be evaluated ‘and numerically
modeled to clearly define site w1de flow patterns, and establish fate and transport data for jp
remaining contaminants of concem. All data will be provided to USEPA and NJDEP on a
quarterly basis for study and revrlew Once determined to sufficiently document the current ’E»
and continued success of MNA at LEC (approxxmately 3 to 5 years), the data will be presented

in a Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) proposing approval via ROD amendment of groundwater

remediation by MNA as opposed to pump and treat as ongmally accepted (1994 ROD)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT S ‘

The followmg sections present LEC’s response to those comments outlined in Section IV of Table 1.

IVl Wetlands

Wetlands Mitigation Plan: RMT and LEC are in the process of preparing a Wetland Mitigation
Plan (WMP) summarizing 1) information specific to the proposed excavations within

.delineated wetland areas (PCB and LNAPL smear zone); 2) proposed restoration activities,

and 3) proposed post-restorative monitoring activities. This plan will be submitted to NJDEP

and USEPA for review and approval prior to the implementation of proposed remedial
activities, and will also be mcluded as an attachment to the Freshwater Wetlands and Open Water

Fill General Permit No: 4 [Hazardous Site Inveshgatlon and Cleanup] application. LEC requests

that both the NJDEP and USEPA project managers assist in expediting approval of this

application through their respective departments.
IV2 Ecological Issues ‘

. Section 7 ESA Consultation: As outlined in the May 24, 2004 letter from the United States Fish

and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to USEPA, RMT and LEC will initiate informal Endangered
Species Act (ESA) Section 7 consultahon with the USFWS regarding the proposed source
reduction scope at the LEC site. Details regardmg USFWS consultation and any associated
documentation will be provided to NJDEP and USEPA for review. LEC requests that both the
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v

NJDEP and USEPA project managers assistin expediﬁng:cou_{pleﬁ‘on of the'Section 7 ESA
consultation process through their respective departments.

IV.3 Rockaway River Issues’ |
Sediments and Hydraulics: Details regarding the site wide momtormg network proposed for

installation after the source reducuon is complete will be presented to both NJDEP and

USEPA in the PRMP for review, mput and discussion: The proposed monitoring network will

‘be designed to adequately evaluate groundwater and surface water flow patterns and quality.

RMT and LEC agree that discussions regarding the investigation of impacted groundwater
into the Rockaway River (if applicable) and sediment quality (if warranted) are important
issues as they relate to successful long-term site monitoring, but should not impact the
approval to move forward with the source reduction project. In addition, regulatory -
agreement and approval to proceed with the mstallatlon of the proposed monitoring network
as outlined in the PRMP needs to be in place, and initial data reviewed before a quantitative
analysis of gxoundwater/surface water flow and impact and sediment quahty can be
performed.

MISCELLANEOUS REMEDIAL ACTION (RA) ISSUES

The following sections present LEC's response to, those comments outlined in Sectxon Vof Table 1.

vi Preconstruchon and General Issues

RAWP Pilot Excavation UST Contingency Response: While performmg the Pilot Excavauons
in February 2004, RMT uncovered a 5,000-gallon underground storage tank (UST) located near

the Test Pit 1 (TP1) location. This tank was never identified in previous studiesor
investigations. The tank was removed, the contents drained, and the tank cleaned on’
February 18, 2004. The tank cont; g m‘i ons of fre_,e_y_qmds and sludge. The material
was analyzed for Resource Conservatxonand Recovety Act (RCRA) 8 metals, PCBs,
Semivolatiles and Volatiles, pH, reactivity, and flammability. The material was mostly water
but contained concertrations of volatiles (xylene)‘and semivolatiles (DEHP), exhibited the
characteristic of flammability (D001). This material was taken to EQRésource Recovery, Inc,,
in Romulus MI. Paperwork associated with these activities is attached.

Trucking and Local Community Issues: The trucking estimates discussed on June 15, 2004,
have not changed. RMT and LEC have informed the Borough of Wharton, spedifically Jon
Rheinhardt, CFO, for over a year regarding the proposed source reduction remedial action, the
project schedule and its potential distutbances to the local area. Pedestrian traffic crossing
North on Main Street towards the forge pond as the Rails-to-Trails bridge and path will be
closed; site security, truck routes and noisé are issues that have been raised in discussions held
with the Borough. The Borough is very supportlve of the remedial action project, and has
offered its assistance regarding all project related issues at the local level. Appropriate
documentation regarding the remedial action pro;ect will be in place prior to constructlon
mobmzatwn :
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V.2  Post Construction Issues .

Remedial Contingencies: As outlmed in Sectlon 114, should post-construction monitoring /
suggest sufficient free product has not be removed to affect improvement in downgradient \//

groundwater quality by means of natural attenuation, then contingent measures will be
implemented which could include passive and active remedial scenarios (i.e., bio-
augmentation, skimmers, pump and treat). Determining the feasibility of post source
reduction remedial measures for remaining measurable free product (if applicable) can only
be performed post source reduction to take into account the significant changes in the
‘monitoring network and site con ditions. RMT and LEC understand the importance of
collaborating to develop the post remedlal momtonng plan and remedial contingencies if -
MNA is unsuccessful, however; the detalls and decisions regarding this issue should not
hmder approval to move forward with the soutce reduction as outlined in the RAWP.

/ Lead and Copper Soil Cleanup @b]gggves RMT and LEC understand that USEPA approved
site cleanup goals for copper in surface soﬂ of 600 ppm, and a 400-ppm lead soil concentration

given the future end use of this portlon of the 51te as a park. RMT and LEC also understand
that the NJDEP will require assistance. supportmg an Explanation of Significant Difference
(ESD) for both the copper and lead soil issues, and will work with NJDEP to support both
ESDs.

V.3  Air Monitoring During Construction

As required in the NJDEP email dated August 26, 2004, LEC will set up a weather station in
conjunction with a strategically placed direct reading particulate/aerosol monitoring device
with continuous data logging capabﬂ.tty, similar to but not necessarily a Full RAMS with a
multi-directional intake. A few days prior to construction kickoff, RMT will collect
background particulate concentrations to establish preconstruction baseline lead specific air
quality concentrations based upon existing atmospheric conditions. These units will be
operated throughout the source reduction construction process and included in the RAR.

VI  COST AND SCHEDULE

The followmg sections present LEC’s response to those comments outlined in Section VI of Table 1.

Cost: LEC will provide a detailed cost estimate to compare the ongmal groundwater remedy of
pump and treat to long-term MNA in the FFS prepaxed to support a groundwater ROD Amendment
(Ref. Section IIL1). _

chedule: LEC will prov1de a detailed schedule outlining the relationship of all planned activities
mcludmg preconstruction permitting and approvals, remedial acuon, ROD Amendment, and long-

emmoniorng.  yg0lyppl - #mvrls (o0 4l yiea S
VII ROCKAWAY RIVER PETROLEUM DISCHARGE D WP J

The followmg sections present LEC’s response to those comments outlined in Section VII of Table 1.
As was outlined in the LEC 2~ Quarter. 2004 Monitoring Report, while performing 2Q04 monitoring v
field activities, RMT personnel notmed a sheen on sutface water flowing from the Wharton Enterprise
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property to the east of LEC into the Rockaway Rlver located along the southern s1te boundary

‘Within 24-hours, all emergency- notrﬁcahons mcludmg the National Response Center, NJDEP, and
local agencies were made, and an emergency fesponse contractor was mobilized to the site to install
absorbent pads and booms (See attached May 17, 2004 emergency response documentatton) in the Ait

Products drainage ditch and in the Wharton Enterpnse sheen area at the bank of the Rockaway River.
Presently, the emergency response contractor makes bimonthly site visits to visually inspect the
booms and surrounding areas, and either flip ot replace the booms and pads. Absorbent materials
are replaced at least every month, and the materials (ie., ‘booms, pads, PPE) taken off-site for disposal
at least every 90 days. An access agreement isin place with Air Products to gain access to the
absorbent materials in the drainage ditch, and open communication between LEC and Air Products

" o

‘As a result of this incident, RMT and LEC have mcreased the scope of the source feduction project

specifically to the east of LEC within the Wharton Enterpnse property A total drea of approximately
21,423 square feet (sqft) [0.492 actes] will be excavatecl down to the water tablé to facilitate to removal
of both PCB and free product smear zone soils w1th1n the Wharton Property as outhned in the RAWP.
This total area now also includes the area of surﬁaal sheen/seep flow towards the Rockaway River.
Excavation along the sheen/seep area accounts for: an mcrease of7 387,sq& of remedial excavation
area when compared to the original RAWP area of’ 14)036 st (Ref. RAWP Figure 8). In addition, LEC
potentially intends on relocating the 90-degree curved area of the Air Products drainage ditch based
on the potential for LNAPL to exist up to and in the dramage ditch western bank, and in a small area
of sediments existing in this curved ditch- area. Please note that the wetlands, floodplain and stream
encroachment related issues associated with the expanswn of the sotirce reduction scope in these
areas will be incorporated into the pre—construcuon permit apphcatlons, the Wetlands Mitigation
Plan, and the PRMP. Reference the attached Expanded Source Reduction Remedial Area drawing,
which shows the expanded excavation areas to the east and the dralnage ditch relocation.
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State vf Nefa Jerzey

. Department of Environmental Protection

* Bradley M. Campbel
Governor Commissioner
Christopher Anderson -
Director Environmental A ffairs . . . .
L.E. Carpenter and Company . .
33587 Walker Road . . JUL 21 2004

Avon Lake, OH 44012

RE:  L.E. Carpenter Superfund Site
Wharton, Morris County, Néw Jersey

Deg:MrAhderso_m E

| The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP or Depaﬁment) and the United States -
Environmenta] Protection Agency (USEPA) have completed a review of the docurhent titled “Remedial”
Action Work Plan For Source Reduction®” dated April 27, 2004. The document was prepared by RMT,

Inc. on behalf of L.E. Carpenter and Company (LE). The NJDEP and the USEPA have the following
attached comments which must be addressed. -

Should you have any questions please feel free to contact me at (609) 633-14186.

Sincerely,

Anthony Cinque, Case Manager
Bureau of Case Management

C: Wharton Health Department
Nicholas Clevett, RMT.
Stephen Cipot, USEPA -
John Prendergast, BEERA
George Blyskun, BGW?A

New Jersey is an Equal Opportunity Employer
Recycled Paper
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From: ‘ Anthony'Cinque

i To: nicholas.clevett@rmtinc.com
Date: 7114/04 4:43PM
Subject: - LE Carpenter
Nick, .

The NJDEP has completed its review of the document titled "Remedial Action Work Plan for Source _
Reduction” dated April 2004. The NJDEP has the following comments which must be addressed. Once |

receive the USEPA's comments | will follow-up with a formal letter which combines USEPA/NJDEP
comments. _

2.5.1 Wetlands, page 2-9: The report states that N -J:A.C. wetland mitigation requirements provide that a
temporary, non-forested wetland impact will only require restoration ©of the area temporarily disturbed. The
NJDEP, Division of Land Use Management and Compliance should be given a copy of the RAWP for a
review of the PCB impacted area. Also, the RAWP must include a Wetland Restoration Plan for the PCB
impacted area on Wharton Enterprise property. ' Co

3.6 The Polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) Area, page 3-9: The ROD cleanup criteria for PCB contaminated
‘'soil on the Wharton Enterprise property was established at 2 Ppm, the NRDCSCC for PCBs. The ROD
. Soil Cleanup Criteria for PCBs was established with the understanding that the Wharton Enterprise

property would be Issued a deed notice, otherwise the-area would require remediation o the RDCSCC of
0.49 ppm. ) - .

5.5.3 Category A - Lead Soils Excavation, page 5-4: The report states that composite samples of soils
from Area A-3 will be analyzed for lead to determine if they exceed the cleanup criteria of 400-mg/kg and
must be removed from the site along with the Area A-1.and A-2 sofls, or reused as backfill on the site.
Soils that could potentially be reused as backfill may not be composited to determine their suitability as
clean backfill. Only discrete soil samples for direct analysis are acceptable for clean determination,
Compositing of soil samples is permitted for waste characterization purposes only, as the regulations .
allow. . - o . . .

-

5.5.5 Confirmatory Sampling - Metals impacted Soils, page 5-5. The proposed post-excavation sampling
on 40-by-40 foot grid basis is acceptabla. Thg report proposes no sidewall perimeter post-excavation -

5.5.7 Category J - PCB Cohﬁrm'atory Sampling: The report states that soils will be rémbved to below the
ROD-required 2 ppm level. As stated above, Wharton Enterprise property must accept a deed notice to
establish that the RDCSCC have not been met. '

6.13 Wetland Mitigation/Restoration, page 6-5: 'i'he report states that currently no .backfilﬁng of the -
PCB-impacted soll areas in the zone of the wetland will need to be accomplished. The specific details of

the PCB area restoration, including long term maintenance must be provided in a Wetland Mitigation Work
Plan. ' . . : .

Detéils pertaining to the recently reported petroleum discharge into the Rockéway River must be provided
including necessary remedial actions as needed. .

Depth of Excavation, page 3-8, Bullet2: The report states that soil excavation below the water table is not
practical due to high hydraulic conductivity and the resulting large volumes of water. The NJDEP cannot
concur. LE is required to excavate to the level of the lowest historic water table so that the contaminated
"smear” soil zone is removed and does not contribute to dissolved ground water contamination. It was the

~——
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cc: .. Blyskun,
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NJDEP's understanding through previous discussions that excavation will proceed tfo the lowest historic
_ground water level. Accordingly, LE is required to comply with this requirement. :

On page 6-4 of the document Findings and Recommendations Regarding a Conceptual Free-Product
Remediation Strategy (3/02), LE estimates 4,700-9,700 gallons of free phase product remain in the ,
" aquifer, based on the Free Pro Vol j . i

gallons of free phase product will be recovered during t
most conservative "worst case" calculation indicates u
left behind upon completion of the excavation. This v
source.of dissolved ground water contamination. LE

implemented should the excavation/product removal

be unsuccessful in.removing all (or most) of the
product. _

Monitoring Well Abandonment, page 6-1, Sécﬁon 8.2: LE indicates 72 of the 92 monitoring wells; well

points or extraction wells will be abandoned. Upon completion of the source removal acfivities, evaluation

LE indicates 72 fnonitoring-wells; waellpoints and extracﬁdn we
Table 7 indicates 67. This discrepancy should be corrected.

Call me if you have any questions (609) 633-1416.
-Anthony

George; cipbt.étephen@epamail.epa.gov; Prendergast, John

lls will be abandoned. However, review of )
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JUL 15 2004

Via fax and Maij}

Anthony Cingue

Case Manager :

Bureau of Federal Case Management

New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection

401 East State Street

Trenton NJ 08625

" Re: " L.E. Carpenter Sugerfundh Site, Wharton, NJ ' ‘

Review and comment on the report entitied Remedial Actior Work Plan for
Source Reduction, dated April 2004

Dear Mr. Cinque:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has completed it: review and
comment on report-entitled, Remedial Action Work Plan For Sourc : Reduction L.E.
Carpenter Superfund Site, Wharton, NJ., and has attached comme ts. If you have
any questions or comments on this letter, please feel free to discu :s them with me

at (212) 637-4411, at your earliest convenience. Thank you for tt 2 opportunity to
review the above report. :

Sincerely,

tephen Cipot
Project Manager

Southern New Jersey Remédiation Branch

- Enclosure

Internet Address (URL)  http:/Mmwww.epa.gov
Recyclgd/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetabje Oll Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine F e Recyeled Paper
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ENCLOSURE
U.S. Envircnmental Protection Agency (EPA) comments on the Remedial Ac- on Wou:k Plaﬁ For
Source Reduction for the Dayco/L.E. Carpenter Superfund Site, Wharton, N. . '

General Comments

‘The remedial action described in the Remedial Action Work Plan For Source Reduction, dated
April 2004, consists of the following main components: the excavation and o -site disposal of
lead process wastes and soils above 400 ppm, and copper above 600 ppm, . 2quiring an
Explanation of Significant Differences; the excavation of PCB impacted soils zbove 2 ppm; the
removal or remiediation of soils contaminated with LNAPL: and the conduct ¢ groundwater
monitoring to evaluate if Monitored Natural Attenuation (MNA) is a viable alt¢ ‘native to the
pumping and treatment of the contaminated shallow groundwater that was o tined in the 1994
Record of Decision (ROD). The latter was not described as part of the 1994 0D, and may
require an amendment to the ROD if implemented, after post remediation sa apling and -
monitoring data have been evaluated by the New Jersey Department of Envi snmental
Protection (NJDEP) and EPA, The actions outlined in the above document ‘Il require an
.Explanation of Significant Differences (ESD), héwever, an ESD need ot be ‘nalized prior to
completion of the remedial action, ,

Because of the large amount of water infiltration that had been encountered :uring the lead and
DNAPL excavation pilot study, replacement of-excavated materials with a ce aent type ,
monolithi¢ slab was selected to stabilize side walls and prevent infiltration by unmanageable
volumes of water. Use of a hardening slurry mixture will change the local pt  as well as likely-
alter the hydraulics of the immediate area by increasing overland surface flo' . Potential
impacts must be properly monitored as part of this remedial action, and advt "se affects, if any,

remedied. A pH change, while not certain to resuit, will likely buffer and less :n the mobilization

.potential for lead ‘and other metals that fmay remain in soils, which would hav : a positive benefit.

However, considering the-changes to be imposed on the hydrogeologic syst m, EPA also
stresses that the previously approved MNA sampling program must be impl¢ ‘nented, alonig with :
the additional monitoring wells that EPA had the NJDEP had previously com 1ented on.
Moreover, overland surface flow will likely increase, while infiltration will likel decrease, thus
perhaps increasing impacts to. the Rockaway River, such.as increased meta : loading coming
from on-site areas where the soils cover might be missing. or had not been ¢ operly maintained.
A lead level of 400 ppm is protective of human health, though may not be pr lective of the
wetlands and river ecosystems, therefore appropriate monitoring and sedimt 1t drainage control -
must be implemented in the post construction/remediation phase to monitor or potential

adverse impacts. Negative impacts will then need to be addressed in a time ./ manner by
submittal of additional corrective action work plan(s) and field work. -

In addition, notice of the existence of the cement type monolithic slab that w remain after
remediation, will be required to be placed in the chain of title to the property o that a potential
future owner of the Site will be on notice of this structure in the subsurface. :

The PRP's-had previbus!y proposed a capping remedy, that was subsequen y withdrawn,

however, it contained a detailed cost estimate and comparison of the cappir 3 cost, versus the
cost for implementing the selected ROD remedy. EPA will similarly need an updated detailed

1
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cost estimate of the proposed remedy to compare to the 6riginal ROD remec - to complete an
ESD document that will be generated by the new proposed action. This cos! astimate and
comparison should be forwarded to the EPA and NJDEP as soon as possibi '

Specific Comments

'In general, the site investigation presented in the work plan included « 1ly one geologic
cross section, A-A’, which intersects the center of the excavation are: in an east to west
orientation. It was not optimally situated or presented to illustrate the =ad impacted .
area, LNAPL and smear zone, and clean sails; especially along the e: cavation area
bordering the Rockaway River (Figure 18). Additional cross sections | ‘tersecting the site
oriented-toward the river with a cross section paralleling the river alon ; the border of the -
excavation area would serve to illustrate the extent of contaminated s .ils and outline the
intended work. The post excavation report must include a detailed de ‘neation of these
different soils throughout the excavation area, in order to make it eas. r to assess the

- effectiveness of the remedy as well as to determine how much contar inated soil was
remaved, and what the impact was o the river, - .

-~ Page 4-2, what was the product that was contained in the undergrour ! storage tank that

was removed during the recent pilot excavation work, was it sampled :nd analyzed, and
‘what was volume and the concentration?

Page 5-1, The docurfient did not present an estimaté of the tfucking r. imbers for
hauling wastes to off-site disposal facilities. Per our conversation of . 2ne 15 with

- Nicholas Clevette, Mr. Clevette outlined some preliminary trucking nu ibers for hauling

wastes to off-site, at 40 and 50 loads/day (6 days/wk), over a 4 mont; oeriod. These
numbers were said to be subject to change. Have the numbers chan 2d, and has the

- township been notified that the remedial action will cause an increase " truck traffic on

locat streets? Formal notification should be done, and work of this na Jre must -comply
with focal restrictions and ordinances. The PRP must contact the ap; opriate-local
authorities and report on the findings of this contact. '

Page 5-1, Normally, a surface soil copper cleanup goal of 600 ppm m 3ht be :
questioriable with regard to ecological risk, but if the site “end use”is ballfield (with
tennis courts and parking lots), and site soils are to be covered with 1 2 feet of clean
backfill plus 6 inches of topsail, residual copper would probably notre resent a
significant threat to ecological receptors.

Page 5-5 to 5-6, Spacing for Conﬁﬂhatory Sampling.- The Sampling ¢ -id is too céarée

" and needs to'be refined and reduced: more samples are needed to ct ~firm that
remediation goals have been achieved. The PCB area in itself is not - =ry large in aerial

extent so that the proposed 35 foot grid sample spacing could very wt .t overshoot the
boundaries of the impacted area by a significant amount, leaving was' :s on-site. In
addition, the 40 by 40 foot sample spacing for metals impacted soils, : 1d a 50 by 50
foot horizontal grid sample spacing for the LNAPL waste, are similarly -00 coarse, and
should also be reduced to a spacing that provides adequate sample ¢ :verage. At least
15 10 20 percent more samples may be minimally needed to verify.rer adial goals.

PAGE. B4
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Additional confirmatory sampling of the excavation side walls are ne¢ ied to rule out if
any contaminated soils possibly extend beyond the presently identifi¢ ; areas. In.
addition, 2 post remediation monitoring plan must be submitted, if no prior to the
Temedial action, then-at least concurrent, which includes geochemicz data from
additional monitoring wells, including from near the river; to evaluate 1e presence of

* lead and LNAPL, and whether the excavation has effectively remedi: .2d residual

contamination. An investigation of the potential groundwater dischar e zones into the
river bed should be considered if LNAPLs or significant lead contami ation is detected in

- the groundwater near the river. In addition, refer to the general comi ‘ent regarding the

possible change in water pH, and increased possibjlity for overland i -w,

The preconstruction soil borings may not be optimally located within  ad surrounding the
excavation area to confirm the horizontal extent and thicknesses of t = LNAPL smear
zone, lead contaminated, and clean soils (Figure 31). The confirmat 7y'PCB and metal
sampling is only planned at grid sampling points across the floor of I = excavation area.
This provides no confirmation on the extent of contaminated soils be and the periphery
of the presently identified excavation area. Additional confirmation s mpling along the -
outside walls of the excavation areas is needed to evaluate to effecti- 2ness of the soil
excavation and slurry remediation. ' Co :

Page 6-5, and 9-2, Wetlands: The size of the wetland excavation ar¢ 3 is not provided
(sq. ft.), and the wetland excavation area is not depicted on a map. etails of wetland -

. Testoration are not provided, e.g.,-seeding and/or planting, the targef sommunity type
- . (palustrine emergerit?), post-restoration monitoring, etc. If the undis Jrbed portions of
. the:wetland are dominated by cattail, Phragmites, loosesttife, and re -d canary grass

(Appendix B), it will.be difficult to prevent re-establishment of these s secies in the -

-adjacent excavated and restored wetland area. .

_ Section 9.0; Ground Water, Monitored Natural Attenuation (MNA). 1 e feasibility of

Monitored Natural Attenuation has not been determined yet. The Mi A of lead and
LNAPLS in the groundwater must be adequate to prevent contamina on of the river.

The MNA work plan that had beéh approved several years ago, mu: be imblemehted.

The effective natural attenuation of metals, especially lead, cannot & : based solely on

. the-monitoring results from existing wells and without knowing in adi znce the number.

and locations of any additional monitoring wells that will be installed Section 8.1). The

- natural attenuation mechanisms must be confirmed to be remediatir : residual

contamination in the soils and groundwater. The excavation of free roduct and lead
contaminated soils, and the replacing of local sojls with a hardened -onotith could
complicate the localized groundwater flow patterns, especially near -e river, in terms of
pH, altering the local hydrology as well as percolation of surface wal .r and run-off.
Additionat long term monitoring wells should be specifically outlined - nd agreed to,

" placed between the excavation area and the river to identify if any ¢ ataminated
" groundwater may end up discharging'into the river. .

In addition, surface sediments samples may also be necessary.

I JUL 15 2894 13:05 . S Pése.as’
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* Additional geochemical data, besides pH and Eh values, should be
monitoring wells along the river to assure that there is no unexpecte
contamination of the groundwat.er and surface water which is not ve
synthetic precipitation leaching procedure (SPLP) test results and/o;
sampling results. Unfavorable changes in the dissolved oxygen, tot:
speciation of iron, sulfur, or nitrogen in the soil or groundwater may |
and possibly LNAPL leaching into or migrating in the groundwater, ¢

. affect the sorption and ion exchange capacities of the.aquifer matr
addition to affecting the aquifer's buffering capacity. M is important-
mass of lead that is dissolved in the groundwater, and its mass that

precipitated within both the Suspended solids and the aquifer matrix,

The long term monitoring plan must prove that the following is not o«
- confirm adequate natural attenuation: - ~

* . Changesin tﬁe geoché?riical'or hydrologic environmént that ¢

effectiveness such as pH, hydraulic gradients, oxygen levels .
_carbon; © . = . , .

. That the contaminated groundwater is expanding both horizo

e That lead; LNAPLs and other site rélated contaminénts arere

downgr_adient receptors which in this case is the Rockaway R

e ‘betectfon of.any unexpected sources of lead and LNAPLé tha
. effectiveness of the selected remedy; and,

. The formation of toxic transformation products such as organi

MNA monitoring should continue for a specified period of at least twe
cleanup levels have been achieved and in at least two additional wells
excavation sites and the Rackaway River, Monitoring must be long &
that no re-contamination is occurring in the groundwater and that the:
discharge of lead or LNAPL into the river. - Lo

No provision.has been made In evérit that 'excavation and MNA remes
as anticipated, within a specified time frame. The outlined remedy in -
Action Work Plan For Source Reduction must include 2 Contingency |
developed and implemented. if excavation and MNA fai to wark, whict
original groundwater remedy of actively pumping and treating contami

' groundwater outfined in the 1 894 ROD.

Iflead or LNAPL are detected by the long term monitoring of the grdul

meters could be used to locaté potential areas of groundwater dischar
Seepage meters or buried passive bag sampling could provide extens
pore water characteristics along the river bottom. When compared to
groundwater characteristics, particularly temperature, this pore water
the extent of any groundwater discharges, Several transects or grids

4
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meters could be placed in parts of the river suspected to be impacted 5y contaminated
groundwater migrating from the site. Any seepage meter transects s! suld be first
based on a comprehensive analysis of the vertical and horizontal grot «dwater flow
patterns and an initial temperature profile screening of the river botter .

12.  Groundwater Modeling; page 9-1 mentions that groundwater modelin  will be performed

" " to help determine. the viability of MNA for the next phase of remediat: stion. As
mentioned in the general comment, if MNA is selected for residually ¢ sntaminated
groundwater, as well as for. the MW-19 hot spot groundwater contary -afion area, then a
-ROD amendment will be necessary. When will the modeling task be -arformed? Prior
to implementation of modehng, a modeling work plan will need.to be « ibmitted,

- reviewed and approved by the NJDEP and EPA. The modeling work slan must clearly
spell out as a minimum the type of modeling that will be condiicted, ir Jut and output
parameters, specific goals that the modeling aims to achieve, and the utility of the
proposed model for achxevmg those goals.

12a. Wet(ands, page 9-2 Accordmg to the document, there will be wetlan impacts
associated with the remedy, however, no details are provided regarci g wetiand
restoration. (e.g., 'seeding/planting, community type, post-restoration | ‘onitoring, etc.).
As per Clean Water Act, Section 404, Protection of Wetlands E.O. 1° 90, 40 CFR 6
App A, a wetlands assessment and restoration plan will be need to b submrtted for any
wetlands. wnpacted or dlsturbed by the remedial activities.

12b. Addlt:onauy, whenever possible, Management Practices (acoordmg t Federal Reglster

: Vol. 51, No.-219, Part 330.6) should be followed to minimize unavoid ble impacts (e.g.,
spread of contarinants, impact of roadways) to wetlands to the max um extent -
practicable while.designingﬁmplemehting the remedy. Should you re . uire additional
information regarding wetland issues, John Cantilli of the of the Wats Programs Branch
is available for assistance, at 212-637-3810. -

13. . Similar to the above, Sections 2.5.1 and Section 6.13, mentions that ‘CB impacted soll -
is proposed to be removed from the wetland. The discussion of this ctivity should -
indicate the approximate square foot area of wetlands that will be im acted and
excavated. It would also be useful to include a footprint of the i impac =d area on site
maps, as well as on'a wetlands dellneatlon map. .

14.  Section 3 7, the. dISCUSSIOﬂ pertanmng to the conceptual end use -plat ‘orthe site
mentions an area that would become wetland habitat. It should be ¢ :rified if this area is
-a new wetland that will be created or if it is the restoration of the wetl :nd that will be
excavated as part of the remedy. The area should be locatedon ar ap.

AL 1S When will the Remedial Action Report be submitted? It should be st >mitted between
\)S»\)ﬂ . B0 to 90 days after the remedial action has been completed. '

L" / 16. A project schedule is needed. In addition, a detailed time line and ft vchartthat

' 7 outlines the relationship of all planned activities and submittals shou : be provided- to the
'EPA and NJDEP, at least several weeks prior to implementation of ¢ 2 proposed - a
remedial action.

* N~
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United States Department of the Interior Comment Letter dated May 24 2004, Signed by
- Timothy Kubiak . .

Please See Separate Attachment Letier from the United States Department: * the Interior.

JUL 15 2884 13:06 ' PAGE. 28



- United States Depanment of the Inter.

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

New Jersey Field Office
Ecological Services -

927 North Main Street, Building D
Pleasantville, New Jersey 08232
Tel: 609/646 9310
Fax: 609/646 0352
hup://njficldoffice.fws.gov

Ia Revly Refer to:

EC-04/45

L A
Mr. Stephen Cipot, Remedial Project Manager =~ -

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region II

Emergency and Remedial Response Division

Program Support Branch:

290 Broadway, 18% Floor

New York, New York 10007-1866

De& Mr. Cipot:

The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.(Service) New Jersey Field Office has revi
Remedial Action Work Plan' (RAWP) for Source Reduction prepared for the |
Company Site (Site), Wharton, Morris County, New Jersey, and offers the fi _
as technical assistance, ° . : o

—

ects the March 27, 2003 commeny
up (BTAG), and discussed during th
U.S. Environm

The Service is pleased that the RAWP refl
the Biological Technical Assistance Gro
meeting with Site representatives at the
New Jersey facility.

Under Section 2.5 Natural Resource Issues,
designated uses should have been included.
which borders the Site is classified under'N.
- Maintenance (FW2-TM) Category 1
defined in N.J.A.C. 7:9B-

a discussion of the Rockaway R{
Specifically, that portion of the :
J.A.C. 7:9B-1.15 as Freshwater :
(Cl). The State-designated uses of FW"
1.12(c) include: maintenance, migration and propay
and established biota; primary and secoridary contact recreation; industrial ac
supply, public potable water supply after legally required treatment; and any
uses. Trout maintenance surface waters are designated for the support of tru1
year. Moreover, Cl surface waters are designated for purposes of implement
antidegradation policies set forth at N.J.A.C. 7:9B-1.5(d), for protection fror:
changes in water quality characteristics becausc of their clarity, color, scenic
characteristics of aesthetic value, exceptionai ecological significance, excep:i
significance, exceptional water supply significance, or exceptional fisheries ¢
Service recommends that the State designated uscs of the Rockaway River be
the subject document. ' '

The RAWP states (on
(GSNWR) was consul
endangered animal an

page 2-10) that the Service's Great Swamp National W
ted to confirm the current status of federally listed thre
d plant species occurring in New J ersey. Although kno

. .
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GSNWR is not the appropriate Service office for threatened and endangere:
consultation. This review and coordination with the GSNWR does not cons
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amendec
seg.). The EPA initiated informal ESA Section 7 consultation for the Site w
letter dated May 1, 1991 (enclosed). .In response, the Service determined, j
3, 1991 (enclosed), that the federally listed as threatened plant swamp pink |
was documented within 10 miles of the Site, and that a survey for this speci
wetlands be conducted if those wetlands would be impacted by the remedia)
our administrative record did not reveal any additional consultation, As-the:
significant modifications to the project since 1991, reinitiating informal cor
Section 7 of the ESA is required. . The EPA should direct representatives of
Company to reinitiate informal Section 7 consultation with the Service's Net
Office, located in Pleasantville, New J ersey, prior to the-commencement of -
Please direct informal consultation reinitiation correspondence to: ‘

'Darren Harris
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
New Jersey Field Office
927 N. Main Street, Bldg D

. Pleasantville, New Jersey 08232
609/646-9310, extension 44.

To expedite informal consultation, refer to control # EC-04/45 in- your reque
pursuant to 50 CFR Part 402.09, no federal agency or any applicant shall ma
itretrievable commitment of resources which has the effect of foreclosing th
implementation of any reasonable and prudent alternatives which would avo
7(2)(2) of the ESA. .This prohibition is in force during the consultation proc
until the requirements of Section 7(a)(2) are satisfied. '

In Api)e:;di_x M, page 16, section IV.6.5 Endangered Species, the Service is 1
habitat survey report is being referred to in the EPA commehts. Again, reini
consultation pursuant to Section 7 of the ESA is required.

The Service appreciates the opf:o,rtuzﬁty to review the subj ect document, and

-+ reviewing any future Sité-related documents. If you have flirther questions,

Environmental Contaminants Specialist Clay Stern of tny staff at 609/383-3¢

Singarely,
ﬁ A

Timothy iak
Assistant Superv

Enclosures (2)

JUL 1S 2084 13:@7

species .
.tute consultation
16 U.S.C. 1531 ez
. the Servicein a
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ating informal
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JACOB K. JAViTS FEDERAL BUILDING
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10278

MAY 011881
Mr. Clifford G. Day
Field Supervisor -
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
927 North-Main Street (Bldg. D)’
Pleasantville, New Jersey 08232

Dear Mr. Day:

Carpenter ?

This site ig located in Whart:
I have encloseg information reg:
of the affecteqd area, for your i

County, New Jersey.
site, includiqg maps
" In compliance with the mandate of section 7 of the E:
Species. Act of A i ‘ '

_ are listeq Or proposed to be
be present in the Project area.  Please advise usg coz
range of territory coveredq by any federal endangered/
species’ that may be foung in the area, ang whether re
raction for the site may result in impacts to these s

-

If. you have any questions or require additional info=
pPlease contact Susan Osofsky of ny staff at (212) 264
appreciate your assistanceﬂin this matter.

Sincergly yours,
Robert W. Hargrobj, Chief
Environmental Impacts; Branch

Eﬁclosure

€c: A, Miller, DoIr -
P. 'Nickerson, Fsws

ON RECYCLED PAPER
JUL 15 2884 13:07
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United States Department of the Inter
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Fish and Wildlife Enhancement
927 North Main Street (Bldg. DY)
Pleassntville, New Jorsey 08232

ES-91/89 _ Tel: 609-626.9310
FAX: 6(9:646.0352

Jur

Mr. Robert W. Hargrove, Chief
Environmental Impacts Branch

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
26 Federal Plazsa

New York, New York 10278

Dear Mr. Hargrove:

This letter is in response to your May 1, 1991, request to the
Wildlife Service (Service) for Iinformatien on the presence of :
and proposed endangered and threatened species within the study
Dayco/L.E. Carpenter National Priorities List Site)in Wharton.
New Jersey. '

This response is provi&ed-pursﬁanc to the Endangeréd'Specias-Ac_
(87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) to ensure ¢

_ endangered and chreatened species and is intended to assist yo. -

investigations and planning being conducted pursuant to Sectioz.
Compxehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liabilit
amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act. 1
do not represent- any position the U.S. Lopartment of the Interi
concerning possible injury to natural resources under the Depat
trusteeship: ' A

The federally threatened plant species Helonias bullata (swamp
documented to exist in forested wetlands within 10 miles of th:
area. This population is the northermmost occurrence for the s
United States. We have reviewed the Service’s National Wetlant
for the project area and note there are palustrine forested wef
project site, therefore, it is possible that swamp pink could ¢
these wetlands will 'be impacted by the proposed project, we ra¢
survey be conducted to determine the absence ox presence of sw:
results of the survey should be forwarded to this office for r¢
for an occesional transient Bald Eagle {(ifaliaeetus. leucocephait
Falcon (Falco peregrinus), no other federally listed or propost
endangered flora or fauna are known to occur in the proposed st

Enclosed Ls a summary of federally listed and candidate specie:

for your information. Candidate species are. those speciles und( -

by the Service for possible inclusion on the List of Endangerec
Wildlife and Plants. Although these spacies receive no substa
procedural protection under the Endangered Species Act, the Se:
federsl agencies and other planners to consider candidate spec:

TUL 15 2084 i3:@7 .

or

3, 1991

ish and

derally listed

area of the
‘orrls County,

(Act) of 1973

- protection of

assessments,
104 (a) of the
Act as

.ese comments

£ may adopt
ment's

ink) is

project study
ecies in the
Inventory map
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riew, Except
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«§ in the
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project planning process. The New Jersey Natural Heritage Pro :am pProvides
the most up-to-date data source for candidate species in the §

§ ate, as well as
maintaining information on State listed species, and may be cov :acted at the %
‘following address: . .

!
Mr. Thomas Breéen

Natural Heritage Program
Division of Parks and Forestxy

CN 404
Trenton, New Jarsey 08625
(609,/984-0097)

F@rther.information on State listed s
office: : '

pecies may be obtained f? n the following
Ms. JoAnn Frier-Murza

Endangered and Nongame Species Progra’
Division of Fish, Game and Wildlife

- " CN 400 ‘
Trenton, -New Jersey 08625

(609/292-9101)

Please contact Dana Peters of my

staff if you have any questio s or require
furcher assistance regarding th :

reatened or endangered species.

v

Sincere y,

G. Day
Supervi >x

Enclosures

PaARF. 1R
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UST SAMPLING, CLEANING AND REMOVAL PAPERWORK
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Rapid Responsasec
14 Brick Kiln Court, No ton, PA 18067
Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax( 84) 275-6970

) . ww.RRI - }mzmaf.com

DAILY RECORD

) PrOJect #: Tank removal- Wharton, NL..

Date o 'Iuesday, Febma,ryl7 2004 -
Custorner: RMTInc - - PR . Customer Contact: ___ Walter Kurzeja .
Job Locatlon Wha:ton, NJ . e : Customer Phone 516:633-4247

Names i Code Start | On Site ' f)n.Site- . Finuh 5

Material Description
[" i

Ty e -
-

and Safety LevelD

WAL N Y T——

; 14:OQ -

P . :.~
RS 5 .
iciact SiAL A Lo

PFeia. hN T T osm

.

Yo L

RO AR L %
> P -

B
’ i _—
M

e Wil 7,

<)
=3
—
iQ
Z0
E.

T e

c - p e S . R e e ———

o, . . . .
™ 3 oA o o T S =
F S 3 ¥ v . 3 . Al . . 1% ., :
Y f9g . T 0 o . o . . oy o———
T : TR, R by e ad o ] e A
- s B TN 4N e N

:...;@nyestigated tank fonnd "vbiinﬁeofmamml' "ﬁida,na“ ) is much morethénanﬁ-

. : mined th — sd Wi 1 ‘would be to remove all
- s conmined ms!dethetank ormemoval.’-"- e ~

& SN § SOy o Nt iy
stamdtoremoveﬂm uids using a utility: i into 5Saallan Gtaar:

i to concerns about completing. the rérioval and.cleanis s of the tark todiy. axTiscuisiorroors he d and it was 'Z‘N..ﬂiccrﬁ\:‘?dﬂd-

Customer Signature:

Representative; ' Joe Solt
Date:

February 17, 2004

: Date: _
" Original - Customer Copy




I‘ Rapid Response
RAPID . .
RESPENSE mc. 14 Brick Kiln Court, Northampton, PA 18067
l Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
) : - www.RR! - hazmat,com
i | "DAILY RECORD
 Project #: Tank removal-Whario w,Nl . Date: B Wednesday,Fcbmary 18, 2004
. Customer:; RMT Inc. . . Customer Contact: __Walter Kurzeja
Ih Job Location: Wharton, NJ,__. Customer Phone: §16.6334247
Names | Code | start os“m,s:tta : ??fnf:,'f 1 Flnlshtﬁ orv. | ;Mateﬁilnbécﬂpﬂon
foe Solt RM  [s45 1  Jis4s . I [Health & Safety - Level C
rian Rebrig RT 43 ' 1535 L 2 Jlealth & Safety - Level D,
obn PUrse “RT_ 545 1545 |1 ¥lorDry/Ba
A " A —% [ 33 55 gal. Stee] Drum
1 . 3. o) - Bale e
L, ..L S%v_-_-' o ale T

___;_ﬁ _ - ~JOB DESPTION/REMARKS
Mﬁbﬂlzed_ ment snd crew y ute. Condncde

Safety maoeting with ofl on site persormel. _

“';jﬁ‘l"' )

remove themtcavator D vuied”b thcchent wasusedto : thewnkomofthe

; & was:plited enpoly for stagine andcleaning: .
se&saw zall mcutmacces&holemthesideofﬂm inordértodoaconﬁned
A 3/4" sump.p .wausedtoremoveﬂxeremamm ’“'.

Set up conﬁned : mentfore , Co lewdconﬁned «-,

oumng

ermnandairmomtorm&_

A entry was.per '!é:_:—i and the solids ands 1dp Hmremqvgdﬁ shoveling scraping, and w riping the entire interior surface of the tank.

sed were mtodmmsand]abeledacco ding

lsohds mx:lndm those removeda.ndthe

ewdall erwork requiz d for trans uon.Decona]ltoolsand ipment, .:

’ acnyxggs e mﬁed 16dnm:sofﬂammable 2 PPE and lastlcdmms 1 drum of tank botto andldmmofsoﬂ
-t (2) $wo 35 gal, on site ag ted. To be used by RMT.. Cleansd and secured site. Demoh from site,
-;.)ustomer Signature; . Representative: —do Solt
Date: Date:, oo Eebruary 18, 2004
Original - Customer Copy
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| E
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- Non Hazardous Mamfest/Bﬂl Of Ladmg

l . LAl Oorrespondence and Invoices to: .
JEnvironmental Waste Minimization, Inc. (EWMI) , 5 37 0
719 Roble Road ~ Suite 103 Bocument #

l Allentown, PA 18109 .
Phone 610-264-8280 : )

Fax 610-264-8580 Job/Projact # _

- Auoness - '
MT I <,
2025 ngf;).no Ave,

‘Gt‘ahﬂ’- KJP'C{-’,AII ‘-[954{6

lHatabyumlyMlhaabwe namdwam(u) afoptoperly
classlfisd described, packagsd, marked, and labeled and are in.
pmpuw\dnimbrmmﬂonmrdlnammapmble
msdaﬁonsofﬂnDOTandquPA. .

' zwmmmmmmm : DHNER'SfSIGNA RE
were accepied for tansportation at the producers FX \ AN M ey ) A A<? . ...F
Sits for delivery %o the waste facilty. Both as isted | PRINTOR V'SNAME Era: e bitossot

1 ! N

EaM$1[;/7‘_5

.Lnbyeerﬁfymmeaho\mdmfbedwamm oAb
deliversd to this Facity, that the Facilty is authorized kizses
and parmitted to recelve such wastes. i




. q.

Blue-Marsh Laboratories, Inc.

)

b ?Benquin Franklin Highway
) Douglassville, PA 19518

BILL TO

|Environmental Waste Mininiizatios, Inc.
|14 Brick Kiln Court N
Northampton, PA 18067

i e ol U sk
1 s

oA

Invoice

DATE

INVOICE NO.

2/24/2004

8ML LAS NO.

40556

i s oS A
_ Net30 ' 3/25/2004

2/18/2004 |

~ 2/19/04

37639

. DESCRIPTION -

RATE

AMOUNT

o z

PCEBs {608/808}) 1 “ims
Semivolatiles (GE/NMSs
Volatiles (GE/MS-624/82608§
PH &
Reactiva Cyanide & Sufide
Flashpoint (ASTM D93}

..s-\.;_AL'L.;_g

Project: LE Catpenter
RUSH - 48 HR'TAT
Project Mgr: David Pohwat

J aw '-
TR

TR 080

‘87.50
437.50
175.00

8.75 |
61.25 -
35.00

168:00"
87.50
,  437.50
© 175.00
8.75
61.25
35.00

[Please call (510) 327-8196 with any questions.
FEIN: 23-2587299

——
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PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Bureau of Land Recycling and Wnte Management
P.0. Box
Harriaburg, PA 17105-85 ).
) ) ___ OFFICIAL PENNSYLVAN(A BT
. ¥ 2y Nt M HAZARDOUS " 1. Ganerstors USEPA 1D Mo

WASTE MANIFEST NTb 00&163‘74/8 : f?‘ﬁ“b
3. Generstor's Nema and-Walling Address & « 2= -+ L A PR S+ B P Y
‘ v

170 N
wlmdow NI o885
105%

*

4. Genarstors Phone ?73 ) 3

Erviramennial wlaste Mivion 2o PARBO0SST S 77 ,g - EHL T T
7. Transporter 2 Company Nama & U3 EPA (D Number | D, Transporters Phone ( 53 he? S=E50U
; J ) . _ { & StatsTrane.iD
l? | mfmmm?‘%: ,ﬁ/ﬂcm  Fue. 10 US EPA 10 Number - EA-AHM —
: kf P 1940 | PAbOBS L9059 2 T

s

[L
Totaf

11, uammm:mmmsmmnmmwwmn

[ S ciar Fnding Inerucsions and AGattons iréermeton -
EMrgm./ Phoee 01’)3 366 1650

” iff*’ 155"2_5"

s #&a@ﬁ

MONTH  OAY  VEAR

I |

EPA Form 8700-22 (Rev. 8/88) Pravioue editiuna sre obsciete 5 :




Page | of )

) LAND DISPOSAL R.ESTRFCT ION NOTIFICATION CERTIFICATION FORM

Lo, G gots e Genernior EPA IDNumber AT 002 {4 B 4B
Manifest Number,, DAl AP0

The purpose of this form is to provide appropriate notification/centification, in accordance with the Land Disposal Restriction regulations set forth in 40 CFR Part
268 lnm treatmert, e or disposal amlgy which reoelves the wastes referenced below. I accordance wigto the waste m;lystgumd recordkeeping requirements

. storag;
specificd in 40 CFR 268.7, 1 have indicated below the relevant Information rors s ith the Land Disposal Restriee
treatment standards found in 40 CFR Part 268 fequired 1o properly manage my waste(s) in compliance with the Land Disposal Restriction

-~

P R W B . List the EPA Waste Codes, Subcategortes and/or Constituent(s) of WG ClasiiBestie
L W i B Concern (these may xlso be identiGied by attachiag 1 URC Table Form)*|..o: ;

ez

'"W iy ?‘.“ ey . ot
' R N

¢ The Underlying Hazardous Constituents (UHCs) must be Identified for chameteristic waste streams, EPA Waste Codes D00E-DO43, if the wastes are
treated in nos-CWA, non-CWA cquivalent or non-SDWA facilities. Please campleto and attach an Undelying Hazardous Constituents (UHC) Table sheet
{phatacopy ss necessary) for each affected Approval/Lab Code. The UHC Table sheet may also be used to identify constituents of concern for FO01-F00S
and FO39 wastes.
- Classification Groups
A, Restricted wastes which require treatment,
B.  Restricted wastes alrendy wreated to meet LDR Treamment Standards,
¢ Charasweristc wastes already treaced to meet Universal Treatment Standands (UTS: inctuding underlying uzardous consticvens (URCs).
D.  Reatricwd wastes that meet LDR Treanment Standards without prior treatment,
) £, Resgricted wases subiect w an Exemption or Variance. This waste is not prohibited from lasd disposal watil
f. Hozardous dehes suhject o9 Alternative Treament Standards in 40 CFR 268.45 (List Contammants:. ) ’
Huzardous dehiris sutject 1 Treamment Sandards in 46 CFR 268.40.
H. Lah Pack wusees subject te Alternative Trearment Srandands undae 30 CFR 268,42
Lo Wases dlrand, troated w remisve hazardous chagaeteristielst but reawire further treasasat far wnderlying lwzandus cunstnients (st constituents).
4. Contaminated Soils tat do seor meer treatment standards
I This conmatirated seil dous contaln listed waste and dpes extubit a chameteristie of hazardous wasie std 15 subject w the s¢il reatment
saendards s provided by §5268.49(¢) or the UTS.
. This conmminated soit gdoos connin listed waste and does nes exhibit a chacacteriste of hazandous waste and 1 suhject o the soil treament
sandands as provided by §268.4%(c) or the UTS.
3. This corcaminaced sail goes nof contain listed waste and diwes extubic a characteristic cf hazardvas waste and 18 subject to the soil weamment
standacds ds provided by §268.4%c) or the UTS.
K. Comamimted Soily that mees reatment stundards
. This contaminated soil does coneain listed wastecand does riot exhibit a chucacteristic, of hazardous waste and complics with the soil treatment
standands as provided by §268.49(c) or e UES:" Co S .

y Ly

). This contamiruted soil Unes not cuntain tisted: Waste an

(dace).

fizardous waste and:complies with.the soft
22 oH m* B I 3 . - TS

The applicable certification statzments corresponding to the Classification Groups identified above are as follows:

Classification Group B: 'Icetﬁfymdermy of law thy anally ex; imdwmﬁnﬂlhrwimq»mgmmmchmbgymdopenﬁonofﬁn
treatrent process 10 suppait ficaton.4 ioepmny-inquity of those individuals immediately responsitie Tor obtaining
this information, [ believe that'the treatment prncess has SE2RTGH mainfained properly so as to comply with the treatment
standards q:eciﬁed.in 40 CFR 268,40 without imﬁmlsslble‘ dilution aficheshohibited waste. [am aware that there are significant
o penaldes for submitting a falss cerdfication, including the possibility of tiné and imprisonment.®
Classification Group C: I eertify under penalty of law that the waste has been treated in accordance with ‘n&limnenn of 40 CFR 268.40 to remove
the hazardous characteristic and that under!ym% hazardous constimuents, as defined in §268.2(3), have been treated on-site to meet
the §268.48 Universal Treatment Standards. 1 am aware that there are significant penaities for submining a false cenification,
Classification G D “}dudl' th:trosslbili{y °rff}“ o&‘h\ mmﬁt.ha d and famil ith dh throu is and
assification Group D: *{ certity under penalty of (aw that TSONa ve examine: am familiar with the waste anal testing or
thr Lmv wd#%mwmpp&';ﬁ:a{ﬁﬁadwmuwmmmummm&m ys‘ﬁedin“) FR
Part 268 Subpart D. I beli¢ve that the informarion { submitted s trus, accurate and complete. [am aware dmmmslgnmum
penaldes for submitting a false certification, including the possibility of a fine and imprisonment.”

1 certify under peralty of faw that ] personaily have examined and am familiar with waste and that the lab pack contains only
Wwastes which have not been excluded under appendix IV to 40 CFR part 268 and that this Jab pack will be sent to a combustion
facility in compliance with the alternative treatmant standards for 14 packs at 40 CFR §268.42(c). I am aware that there are
significant pemalties for submitting a false certification, including the possibility of fine or imprisonment.”

[ cetify under penalty of law that the waste has been treated in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR 268.40 to remove
the hazardous characteristic. decharacterized wasts contains underlying hazardous constituents that require further treatment
gg n;e:s lixgsu\{ers:lf f_tmtmem hn;»mruonmeht Zm aware that there are significant pemities for submiriing a false gertification, including

ine or S
}lassiﬁaﬁon Group KI, K2 “Icertify un crpeﬁalvtg of law that [ have personally examined and am familiar with the treatment techrology and cperation of the
treatment progess used to sugﬁon this centification and believe that it has been maintained and operated propecly so as to comply
, it et st speciled 1 40 CR 36849 withor impernisiie daonol heprohs s wastés. | as aware that thecs
eare significant penalties for submitting a false cestification, including the possibifity of fine and imprisonment.
Signaturc¥} B2
Philip Serviees Corporation

Classification Group H:

Classification Group 1

Il N ) BN I A Il D G BN BN E B B BE BN BE e
am

.

. Tjtle:
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| Met-s0108-TCLP

3
A RECENED FEB 25 T
. Douglassvxlle Location 'Pri.nceton Location:
Franklin Highway : 267 Wall Street
Douglassville, PA 19518 ft"ﬁncet(on,NJOSm
Phone: (610) 327-8196 Phone: (609) 924-5151
Fax: (610) 327-6864 B]_ue M a,rSh Fax: (609) 924-9692

NJ DEP Cert #PA925 LABORATORIES .° INC
PA DEP Cert #06-409 Professional testing for the critical decision

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -

Client: Environmental Waste Minlmizationllnc.

14 Brick Kiln Court
Northampton, PA 18067

Sample Type: Sludge
Sample ID: Tank Bottoms/ Studge Solids (A)

) Collected By: Client
Attr:  David Pohwat Collected: February 18, 2004

SOurce. |

‘Arsenic - TQLP < 0.005 mg/ 0005 60108
Barium - TCLP 0.184 mg/L 0.005 . 60108
Cadmium - TCLP < 0.005 mg/L 0.005 60108
Chromlum - TCLP 0.051 ma/L 0.005 60108
z« - TP 0.081 mg/L 0.005 60108
lenfum - TCLP < 0.005 mg/L 0.005 60108
Siiver - TCLP < 0.005 mg/L 0.005 60108
Met-7471A-TCLP
{Mercury - TCLP - < 0.0002 mg/L.  0.0002 7471A
| TCLP Extraction
1311

TCLP Extraction - TCLP DONE

) suand 3

xesuhsinﬂms thesampe(s
esshou{d

NJ DEP Cert #11198

KOP-DV  2/20/04 12:07

KIp-DV 2/20/04 12:07 |

KP-DV  2/20/04 12:07
OP-DV  2/20/04 12:07
KIPDV  2/20/04 12:07
KIP-DV  2/20/04 12:07
POV 2/20/04 12:07

KIP-DV 2/20/04 13:52

KIP-DV  2/20/04 8:30

Page 1 of 7

~ . 2 . .
;
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]

Douglassville Location:
}5 Berjamin Franklin Highway
Douglassville, PA 1951 8
Phone: (610) 327-8196

Blue W Marsh

Fax: (610) 327-6864
NJ DEP Cert #PA925 LABORATORIES * INC
FA DEP Cert #06-409 Professional testing far the critical dectsion

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -

Cilent: Environmental Waste Minimization Inc.
14 Brick Kiin Caurt

Northampton, PA 18067 Sample Type:
Sample ID:

Collected By:

Attn: David Pohwat Collected:
.. Source:

. Project: LE Carpenter

F-

‘ Fléshﬁélnt

ootk Date: Fe

o 3yt et
- i e - § O = s

Princeton Location:
267 Wall Street
Princeton, NJ 08540
Phone: (609) 924-5151
Fax: (609) 924-9692

'NJ DEP Cert #11198

LAB #: 37639-2 J

Sludge
Liquid From Tank (B)

Client
February 18, 2004

y 23, 2004

Saaighs

J ,-{. o
=34 T R ] o Sy
o Aoadusig Dats

DIC-DV  2/23/04 13:15
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-DV  2/20/04 17:56
SMS-ODV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-OV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMSDV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21 -
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Page 20of 7

Ignitabitity 94, F 1 SW8B46
I PCB-8082-sd
| Aroclor-1016 < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
Aroclor-1221 < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
I Kgor-mz < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
or-1242 < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
Aroclor-1248 < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
‘Arodor-1254 < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
I Aroclor-1260 < 200. ug/kg 200 8082
' $Vol-8270C-sd
l 1,2-Diphenylhydrazine < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2,3,4,6-Tetrachloropheriol < 500. ugfkg 500 8270C
2,4,5-Trichlorephenol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2,4,6-Trichlorophenct < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2,4-Dichlorophenol < 500, ug/kg "500 ...~ .. .8270C
2,4-Dimethyiphenol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
'2,4-Dinitrophenol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2,4-Dinitrotoluene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2,6-Dichiorophenol < 500, ug/kg - S5t - 8270C
1 2,6-Dinitrotoluene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
‘1 2-Chloronaphthalene < 500. ugfkg 500 8270C
2-Chiorophenot < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2-Methyinaphthalene 533010. ug/kg 500 8270C
2-Methyiphenol < 500. -ug/kg 500 8270C
2-Nitroaniline < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
2-Nitrophenol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine < 500. ug/kg S00 8270C
3-Nitroaniline < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
] 4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol < 500., ug/kg 500 8270C
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C
results in this apply to only the sample(s) submitted
analyzed. Any should be submitted within 30 days
from report date, otherwise full payment is expected, Net 30 days.

——eEEEEEEEERE
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Douglassville Location: Princeton Location:
Benj Franklin Highway 267 Wall Street
" Douglassville, PA 19518 Pitmﬂet:& ?9122.831%
. (610) 327-8196 one:
rewwee  Blue W Marsh =S
NJ DEP Cert #PA925 LABORATORIES ® INC NJ DEP Cert #11198
PA DEP Cert #06-409 Professional testing for the critical dectsion
- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -
Client: Environmental Waste Minimization Inc.
14 Brick Kiln Court
Northampton, PA 18067 Sample Type: Sludge
Sampie ID: Liquid From Tank (B)
Collected By: Client
Attn: David Pohwat cOlIectez: February 18, 2004
. .Brgjects, LE: Ca[penber e wevSoMECE: :
i} usis Dats
L4-Ch!oroantline < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV - 2/20/04 15:21
) 4-Chiorophenyl pheny! ether < 500, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
4-Methyiphenol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
4-Nitroaniline < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
4-Nitrophenol < S00. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
- E:aphthene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
aphthylene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
1 Anthracene < 500. ug/kg 500 g8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Berz(a)anthracene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Benzo(a)pyrene < 500, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Benzo(b)ftuoranthene < 500. ugfig 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Benzo{g,h,i)perylene < 500, ug/kg 5C0 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Benzo(k)fluoranthene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Benzoic acld < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Benzyl-alcohol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Bls(z-dllcme'ﬁlmty)mwane < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Bis(2-chioroethyl) ether < 500, ugfkg 500 - 8270C SMS:BV 2/20/04 15:21
Bis{2-chloroisopropyl) ether < 500. ugrkg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Bis(2-ethythexyl) phthalate 83265. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Butyl benzy! phthatate < 500. uglkg 500, . 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Carbazole < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Chrysene < 500, ug/ks 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Di-n-butyl phthalate < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMSDV  2/20/04 15:21
Di-nroctyl phthalate 5425, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Dibenx(a, h)enthracene < 500, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Dibenzofuran < 500. ug/kg S00 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Diethylphthalate < 500, ugrkg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
Dimethyl phthalate < 500. ug/kg 500 §270C SMS-DV 2/2_0/04 15:21
Fluoranthene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Flugrene < 500, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
) Hexachiorobenzene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Hexachlorobutadiene < 500. ug/kg 500 g270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21
] mumﬂﬂ\i:sigmgte:ppl bewreprod the sample(s) submiot?g and Page 3 of 7
' analyzed. Any es should be submitted within 30 days
reportdate.othemdsefullpaymentisapected . Net 30 days,

. .
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Douglassville Location:
}5 Benjamin Franklin Highway
uglassville, PA. 19518
Phone: (610) 327-8196
Fax: (610) 327-6864

prepip

NJ DEP Cert #PA925
PA DEP Cert #06-409 .

14 Brick Kiln Court
Northampton, PA 18067

Attn: David Pohwat

Client: Environmental Waste Minimization Inc.

Princeton Location:
267 Wall Street
Princeton, NJ 08540
Phone: (609) 924-5151
Fax: (609) 924-9692

Blue ¥/ Marsh

LABORATORILIES * i NC

Professtonal tasting for the eritical decision

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS - ]
LAB #: 37639-2 J

NJ DEP Cert #11198

Sample Type: Sludge
Sample ID: Liquid From Tank (B}

Collected By: Client
Collected: February 18, 2004

Source

Rzl

/04 1591 |

y
from report date, othemdse full payment is expected. Net 30 days

I T ; 500 MS-DV |
Hexachloroethane < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15 21
Indeno{1,2,3-cd)pyrene < 500, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21

] Isophorone < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
l N-Nitroso~di-n-propylamine < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21 |
1 N-Nitrosodimethylamine < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
-Nitrosodiphenylamine < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV 2/20/04 15:21 |
l A benzene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Pentachlorophenol < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Phenanthrene 1060. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
Phenol < 500, ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
 Pyrene < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
pyridine < 500. ug/kg 500 8270C SMS-DV  2/20/04 15:21
-Vol-82608-sd
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1,1-Trid\loroethane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 ' MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1,2,2-T¢u-ad1loroeﬂ'xane < 969, ug/kg 969 v 82608 - MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1-Dichloroethane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1-Dichloroethene < 969. ug/kg .. 963 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1-Dichioropropanone <969, ug/kg §69° %~ - 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,1-Dichioropropene < 969. ug/xg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2,3-Trichioroberizene < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 969. ug/kg 969 §2608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2 A-Trichlorobenzene < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 90862. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane < 969, ug/fkg 969 B260B MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2-Dibromoethane < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2-Dichioroethane < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
1,2-Dichioropropane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
} 1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 44612, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
 1,3-Dichlorobenzene <969, uglkg 969 ‘82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
%ﬁﬂ&i&‘:‘eﬁfpﬁ? to onl t‘l"teteasag!p{z(s) subm;g hiv Page 4 of 7
analyzed. An hould be submitted within 30 days
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Douglassville Location: Princeton Location:
I +405 Benjamin Franklin Highway _ . 267 Wall Street
Douglassville, PA 19518 . Pl;ﬁncezg,g ;xgchggi
: (610) 327-8196 one:
gl maE Blue W/ Marsh o G 24 51
N]J DEP Cert #PAQ25 LABORATORILES . I NC NJ DEP Cert #11198
' PA DEP Cert #06-409 Professional testing for the critical deciston
l - CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS - .
Client: Environmental Waste Minimization Inc. i '-AB # : 37539'2
I 14 Brick Kiln Court ’ ’
Northampton, PA 18067 Sample Type: Sludge
Sample 1ID; Liquid From Tank (B)
Collected By: Client
I Attn: David Pohwat Collected: February 18, 2004
I | ~Brojects.. LECar-penter C e L e e aSOureey -
1,3D < 969. :
I . . <969.  ug@ 969 §2608 MIMDV  2/20/04 12:50
1-Chlorobutane < 9690. ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
2,2-Dichloropropane < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I 2-Butanone < 9690, ug/kg 9630 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
2-Chiorotoluene < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
2-Hexanone < 9690. ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Nitropropane < 9690. ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV.  2/20/04 12:50 .
I 4-Chlorotofuene < 969. ugfkg 969 82608 MIM-DV.  2/20/04 12:50
4-Isapropyltoluene 4215. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
4-Methyl-2-pentancne < 9690. ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I ‘Acetone < 9590. ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Acrylonitrile < 9690, ug/kg = 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
‘Alty! chioride < 9690, ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I Benzene ' < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Bromobenzene . <969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
‘Bromochisromethane ' < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I Sromodichloromethane < 969, ugkg 969 - - 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
‘Bromoform . <969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Bromomethane < 968. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
l Carbon disulfide < 969, ug/kg “v969... . B260B MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Carbon tetrachloride < 969, ug/kg 969 =~ ° 82608 - MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Chloroacetonitriie < 9690, ug/kg 9690 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Chiorobenzene < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I Chioroethane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Chioroform <'969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
‘Chlofomethane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I ds-1,2-Dichloroethene < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
¢cis-1,3-Dichioropropene < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Dibromochloromethane < 969, ug/kg 969 ' 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
I Dibromomethane < 969, ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
Nichlorodifiuoromethane < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
loromethane < 969. ug/kg 969 82608 MIM-DV  2/20/04 12:50
i e Page 5.f 7
analyzed. Any besubm!tted within 30 days
from:egortdabe,oﬂ\a'wisefunggment!sexpeded.hfetwdg&
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puismen

Fax: (610) 327-6864

Douglassville Location;
YS Benjamin Franklin Highway
Douglassville, PA 19518
Phone: (610) 327-8196

Attn: David Pohwat

1-Broject:. bEGazpenter

 Hexachlorobutadiene
. Hexachloroethane
‘Isopropylbenzene
Methacrylonitrile

iodide
[ Methy! tert-butyl ether
Methylacrylate
Methyimethacrylate
n-Butylbenzene
n-Propylbenzene
Naphthalene
Nitrobenzene
1 Pentachloroethane
Proplonitrife
' sec-Butylbenzene
Styrene
t-Butyt alcchol
tert-Butylberzene
‘Tetrachloroethene
Tetrahydrofuran
Toluene
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene
trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene
Trichloroethene
Trichlorofiuoromethane
Viny! chloride
Xylenes (Total)

WC-9045¢-sd
pH

NJ DEP Cert 4PA925
PA DEP Cert #06-409

Blue

Marsh

LABORATORIES
Professional testing for the critical decision

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -

Client: Environmental Waste Minimization Inc.

14 Brick Kiin Court
Northampton, PA 18067

-y R il T -

¢ INC

Sample Type: Sludge

Sample ID:

Collected By:
Collected:

- gource:

ug/kg 969 8260B

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg - 969 82608

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 9630 82608

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg . 9630 . 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 96390 82608

ugkg < "9684 . 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 9690 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ug/kg 969 82608

ugfkg 969 82608

ugfkg 969 82608

< 969, ug/kg 969 82608
118760, ug/kg 969 82608
3 S.U. 0.01 5045C

s mbanded o be reproduced I Ry
is in xcpozt apply to onllxd u?@&k&sﬁﬁx = %

Princeton Location:
267 Wall Street
Princeton, NJ 08540
Phone: (609) 924-5151
Fax: (609) 924-5692

NJ DEP Cert #11198

Liquid From Tank (B)

Client

February 18, 2004

2/20/04 12; 50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50

"2/20/04 12:50

2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50

. 2/20/04 12:50

2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50

. 2f20/04 12:50

2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50

'2/20/04 12:50
2/20/04 12:50

2/20/04 12:50

2/23/04 1315

Page 6 of 7

from&ondate, ntherwisefuﬂgaymenhsetpected.l\fetsﬂday& o
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Douglassville Location: \ Princeton Location:
1405 Benjamin Franklin Highway ' 267 Wall Street
] Douglassville, PA 19518 Princeton, NJ 08540
Phone: (610) 327-8196 Phone: (609) 924-5151
e 1 Blue W/ Marsh hen: 60 2451
NJ DEP Cert #PA925 LABORATORIES *® I NC NJ DEP Cert #11198
PA DEP Cert #06-409 Professional testing for the critical decision

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -

Client: Environmental Waste Minimization Inc. ] LAB#: 37639-2
14 Brick Kiln Court N

Northampton, PA 18067 Sample Type: Sludge
Sample ID: Liquid From Tank (B)

Collected By: Client
Collected: February 18, 2004

Attn: David Pohwat

Cyanide,reactive ) <0.01 mg/kg 0.01 SwB46 DW-DV  2/23/04 10:45
WC-SW846s-sd | - |
Sulfide, reactive <1 mg/kg | SW-846 GNFDNE 2/23/04 12:15

ks report 15 Intended t0 be reproduced in s SRy GOl The
Tesults in this report apply to anly the mple@)'s!ﬂmﬁ and Page 7 of 7
. Any di es d be submitted within 30 days

analyzed. Any
from report date, otherwise full payment is expected. Net 30 days,
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. WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION .
DE% MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF DO NOT WRITE IN THIS SPACE i b b s
l ] ENV'RONMENTAL QUAL”Y ATT. D DIS. D RE‘J- D PR' D Sections 324.11151 or 324.121 18 MCL..
T ATk . R 8 - A
LR arvpEnf. TN lenugry
- T L .
) S -.ﬂ‘"‘ oy, WS ; ok
l g 4.6&"0!'_@”’?0“8‘ Y T L . . :-:
g S.Tmnsponer1'?oméany Name . ‘B US EPA ‘D”Number
4 S i e , : i i
l é 7. Transponter 2 Company Name ' £ US EPA ID Number
3 : : ' ' -
- 9. Destgnated Facilty Name and Site Address . US EPA 1D Number e
g : : e
l i . ’ iy
% ; Q2 : :v.,. o 3 T ~~ = =
I g : TooeTTTR Tl e Taiate s Soos CoE el
< tL L e~ : . e .-
5 t K - - KA . i’ !
] Sy s
l g of® :
¢ |k
3 |5
T
0
g |8 :

SR .

R FIFICRYION: | haroby dectare that the conlents of¥irs consignme ahd dccurately destribed above by proper shipping name and are

packed, marked, and labelad, are In all respects In proper condttion for transpo\;ta% ighway according to applicable international and national govemment
reguiations, It | am a large quantity generalor, | certify that | have a program in place to ce the volume and toxicity of waste ganerated to the d | have
determined to.be eeonommﬂy practicable gndhat.) have,sa She prar cabla methad of treatment storage, g,dtsposal currantly available to me which minimizes
the present and future threat to human and tha envirgriient: if | am a small quantity generator, | Rave made a good faith effort o minimize my waste
genaration and selact the best waste management mathad that-isralaild that | can afford,

s s,

5

: 19, Discrepancy indicétion Space

MLLS MUST BE REPORTED TO THE MICHIGAN ROLLUTION EMERGENCY ALERTING SYSTEM. IN MICHI

. _.ER AT 1-800-424-8802 24 HOUR PER DAY,

F{ -
X
11_ "20. Facliity Owner or Operatos: Certification of receipt of hazardous materials covered by this manifest except as noted In hem 18. ~
Y1 Printad/Typed Name T Ve, - "Month Day Year
EPA Form 8700-22 (Rev. 9 ' ' =~ - W MANA. SION l:JLJ ‘?Lm
orm 22 (Rev. 8/%8) To bamalled by . ﬁ%n Dﬂ%@ﬁwmmEMA QUALITY o
Genarator to: PO BOX 30038

s dvim i e rmata e




Land Disposal Restriction & Certification Form

Plenss check the appropriate fuétiity:
D Michigan Disposal Waste Treatment Plant 49350 N. 1-94 Service Drive, Belleville, MI 481 || EPA ID # MID 000 724 83}

D Wayne Disposal, Inc. Site #2 Landfill 49350 N. 1-94 Serviee Drive, Belleville, MI 481 11 EPA ID # MID 048 090 633

D EQ Detroit, Inc. 1923 Frederick Street, Detroit, MI 48211 EPA ID # MID 980 991 566

E EQ Resource Recovery, Inc. . 36345 Van Born Road, Romulus, M1 48174 EPA ID # MID 060 975 844

D EQ North Carolina 1005 Investment Blvd, Apex, NC 27502 EPA ID # NCD 982 170 292

D EQ Fiorida, Inc. . 7202 East 8th Ave, Tampa, F1, 33619 EP;;\ [D #‘_!_’LD 9:8[ 932494

Generator Name: L-E- Carpenter & Company U.S. EPA'ID No.: NJD002168748

Generator Address: 170 N. Main 8t., Whaiton, NJ 07885 o o

State Manifest No.: MI9411639. . ... .. . . .. . A M,anlfestmfﬁdwl.lﬁg- R )
s e e OO AT T T Mg e Rehanas PRI R

. e ki e Y KT Lo U e b s KRR T e TYILET BN e
| et mﬁﬁﬁquhms EPA‘hizardous wuwcﬂ“aat% Ui waste sipinent.
Cofitinn 2: Choose the appropriate treatability group: Nou -Wastewater (NWW) or Wastewater (WW),

Columa 3: Enter the appropriate Subcategory, if applicable, and also eater "Contaminated Sofl* or "Debris” if the waste will be treated using cve of

the alternative treatment technologles provided by 268.49 (c) - soil, or 268.45 - debris.

Column 4: Eater the letter of the appeopriate paragraph from pages -2 of this form. ’

Columa S: For F0O1 - FOOS, FO39, D0OY - D043, Debris end Contaminated Soil: pieage enter the Reference Number(s) for any constituents in your waste stream

subject to tréatment. The Refetence Number(s) can be found in the EQ Resource Guide, LDOR/AUHC Constituent Table.

 Manitest CSEPA ] NWW Subeate:ghry " How Mutt thie Reference Number(s) of Hazardous |
Line Hazardous Waste ] or WW Waste be Managed? Coastituents contained in the waste,

ltem - Cade (s5) Complete for F001-F005, F039,

D001-D043, Soil and Debris wastes.

1HA

Qnom.poss . NWW _{HighTOC . A 141 145199

is

ne

11D

& N N L

-y

‘=" Ltreby getity that all information subeivid: o shis Bl Sosated docuiientsfakmplateie ccuratothe best afmy knoiledge and

information:-

Generator Signature? e

Printed Nme:_MLaN Dﬂj_s/ N “ "_;_-;.‘. — Datc:__ili\?'j ay'

.. - . . _How Mustthe Waste Be 8 s .
S. THISCONTAMINATED SOIL, DOES DOESNOT S RDO DOES DOESNOT _EXHIBIT
(CIRCLE ONE) CIRCLE ONE)
¢ ERISTI STEANDIS ISSURJECTTO COMPLIES WITH mmma&mwm
' (CIRCLE ONE)
PROVID 2684 NIV EN RDS. [ certify under penalty of law that | have personally
examined aad am familiar with the treatment technology and operation of the treatment process used to support this certification and believe that

it has been maintained and operated properly so as to comply with treatment standards specified in 40 CFR 268.49 without impermissible
gﬂuum; of the prohibited wastes. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting a false certification, including the possibility of
me and imprisonment.

2/04, Page 1 of 2
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y T

Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (4

Northamy

Rapid Response

14 Brick Kiln C PA 18067
I o %2?’27?-59%06

www.RRI - hazmat.com

' Project #: Ground Contamination Control Date: Friday May 21, 2004
Customer: RM.T. Inc. / LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevett
I Job Location: 170 N. Main St., Wharton, NJ, 07885 Customer Phone: 616-780-2398
Names Code stare | OfSite %‘nﬁe Finish QTY. Matertal Description
l S. Nothstein RM (1500 2200 3 [Health & Safety Level D
C. Sodroski RT  |1500 2200 4 |§"Oil Booms / Bale
M. Albury RT  [1500 2200 1 _ |Oil Sweeps / Bale
tL
.L EQUIPMENT QTY EQUIPMENT - | QTY|| DISPOSAL /MANIFEST
[Response Truck 2
l Digital Camera 1

=

JOB DESCRIPTION/REMARKS

'ﬁobﬂized crew and equipment to site. Conducted health and safety mee‘tiqiwith on-site personnel.

Met with on site representative Dave Condon to provide access to the site.

rew walked site to investigate areas identified on supplied map.

Surveyed areas for proper location and boom configuration.

installed (2) two rows of 8"

oil booms and (1) one row of oil sweeps in the mouth of the seep area. Booms and sweeps were anchored

using 12" pieces of rebar.

Crew placed (2) two rows of 8" oil booms and (1) one row of oil sweeps in the upper end of the ditch.

Used the same boom configuration in the identified lower section of the djtch

One end of the booms and sweeps were anchored to a chain link fence while the other end was anchored using 12" pieces of rebar.

[Photographed site activities.

W cleaned and secured site. Demobilized from scene.

communicated site activities to RMT representative Karl Delooff on 5/21/04. E-mailed photos for review.

lustomer Signature:

Date;

Representative:

Scott Nothstein

Date:

May 24, 2004

Original - Customer Copy




L.E. Carpenter —
Wharton, New Jerse

Qil sweeps and booms at the intersection of the river seep sheen drainage pathway and
the Rockaway River (No. 1)

Qil sweeps and booms at the intersection of the river seep sheen drainage pathway and
the Rockaway River (No. 2)

RMT, Inc. — LE Carpenter Page 1 of 2
1:\ WPGRM \ PJT\ 00-06527\ 01052104 PhotoSummary.doc



L.E. Carpenter -
Wharton, New Jersey

Qil sweeps and booms in the drainage channel that separates the Air Product property
and LEC. Absorbent materials located in the ditch water directly east of the ditch seep
along the western bank of the ditch.

RMT, Inc. — LE Carpenter Page 2 of 2
I:\ WPGRM \ PJT\ 00-06527\011052104 PhotoSummary.doc



: Rapid Response

RAPID . .
RESPENSEn.  14Brick Kiln Court Northampion, PA 18067
. Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
www.RRI - hazmat.com

DAILY RECORD

Project #: Ground Contamination Control Date:

Friday, June 4, 2004
Customer: RMT Inc. / LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevett
Job Location: 170 N. Main St., Wharton, NJ. 07885 Customer Phone: 616-780-2398

Names Code Start Osrgrtﬁe (I)Tfn ?si;e Finish QTY. Material Description

M. Ebbert RM  [0830 1300 2 |Health & Safety Level D
S. Nothstein RT [0830 1300

1 8" Oil Booms / bale

1 Oil Sweeps / Bale

—

55 Gallon Steel Drum
EQUIPMENT | QTy EQUIPMENT Qrﬂ DISPOSAL / MANIFEST
Response Truck 1
Digital Camera 1 4
L JOB DESCRIPTION/REMARKS j
Mobilized crew and equipment to site. Conducted health and safety meeting with on-site personnel.

Crew replaced (2) two rows of 8" oil booms and (2) two rows of oil sweeps in the mouth of the seep area.
crew was unable to enter premises where the (2) two other containment areas were located.
IVisible product seen in collection area in the mouth of the seep area,

Contaminated booms and sweeps were bagged and placed into a 55 gallon steel drum.
[Cleanup activities generated 1 drum for disposal. '

beled and staged drum on-site.

taged additional empty drums on site for future containerization of collected contaminated materials.
Photographed site activities. :

Tew cleaned and secured site. Demobilized from scene.

qucw met with on site representative Dave Condon to unlock the fence surrounding the premises.

Ifustomer Signature: Representative: Mark Ebbert

Date: Date: June 04, 2004
Original - Customer Copy




JUN=1/-2U04 D2:38AM  FROM-EWMI +14842756070 _ )
' CESUZL P L S a0 P00V FesTT
RaviD .
RESPENSE oy - 14 Brick Kiln Court, Northamyton, PA 18067
Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
l www.RRI - hazmat.com
DAILY RECORD
l Project #; Ground Contamination Control Date: Wednesday June 16, 2004
Customer: RMT Inc. / LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevett
l]‘ob Location: 170 N. Main St., Wharton, NJ 07885 Customer Phone: 616-780-2398
Names Codo surt | Opdfe | Onle | Finish | e Material 'n:seripdon
‘ott Nothstein RM (0900 | 1400 1 ealth & Safety Level D
1 8" Oil Boom / Bale
T [OW Sweeps/ Bale
1 |55 Gallon Steel 17H Drums
EQUIPMENT Q‘fY EQUIPMENT QTY|| DISPOSAL/MANIFEST

esponse Track ] 1

igital Camera 1

intiimble

JOB DESCRIPTIONEMA@
obilized crew and eguipment to site. Conducted hmlih'mafay meeting with on-site ‘personnel.
L with on site represeatative Dave Condon to unlock the fence surrounding the premises.
rew flipped (2) two rows of 8" oil booms and replaced (1) one row of ol sweeps,

w added an additional 8" oil boom to the mouth of the scep area.
cep avea was fairly dry with no rynning water. '
isible product seen in collection area in the mouth of the secp area.
I crew was unable to enter premises where the (2) two other containment areas were located.
Contaminated sweeps were bagged and placed into a S5 gallon steel drum. _

hotographed site activities. :
rew ¢leaned and secured site. Demobilized from sceae.

|

r————

i1

F

Customer Signature: _ Representative: . Scott Nothswin

ate: ' Date: June 16, 2004
Original « Customer Copy ’




JUN-28-2004 03:02PM

FROM-EWM!

' +14842756870 T-133  P.002/002 F-008
HAPID e 4 e
RESPENSE . 14 Brick Kiln Court, Northampton, PA 18067
Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
l“ Www.RRI - hozmat.com
DAILY RECORD
I Project #: Ground Comtamination Control Date: Tuesday, June 29, 2004
Customer; RMT Inc. /LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevett
I_Ic:b Location: 170 N, Msin St., Wharton, NJ. 07885 Customer Phone; 616-780-2398
Names Code Start os"t::m c:‘?nii;“ Finish QTY. Material Description
. Ebbert RM  |0&1S 1215 2 [Health & Safety Level D
. Rehsd RT  [081S 1215
b, fe1ng 1 [8" Oil Booms / bale
L 1 _ |Oil Sweeps / Bale
1 55 Gallon Steel Drum
QTY EQUIPMENT QTY || DISPOSAL/MANIFEST

' EQUIPMENT
esponse Truck ' !

‘o_i@cﬂnem 1

[ T JOB DESCRIPTION/REMARKS
obilized equipment and crew to sits. Conducted Health and Safety meeting with all on-sit personnel.

et with on-site representative Dave Condon to unlock the fence surrounding the premises.

replaced three (3) rows of 8" oil booms and one (1) row of ail sweeps in the mouth of the seepir;a.

RTI's craw was unable to enter premises where the two (2) other contalnment areas were locared.

isfble ground contamination seen in ¢ollection area in the mouth of the seep area.

eep arez was fairly dry with no running water.

taminated booms and sweeps were bagged and placed into a §S gallon steel drum for disposal,
Clean up activities generated one (1) drum for digposal.

beled and staged drum on =sire.

hotographed site activitles.

Clean and secure site.

-

|liRl communicated site activities and email site photos to RMT representative Nicholas Clevett on 6-29-04

Representative: Matk A. Ebbert

stomer Signature:
ate:

Date:

Urglnal - Customar Copy

June 29, 2004



T JURTIUTRUNE U cHanm FRUMSE WM

+14842786870 T-543 P.002/002 F'ZE!
RAPID . -
l RESPENSE v 14 Brick Kiln Court, Northam‘Pton, PA 18067
: Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
l wwy.AR] - hazmat.com
DAILY RECORD
Project #: Ground Contsmination Control Date: Thursday, July.ls, 2004
Customer; RMT Inc./LE Carpenter & Co, Customer Contact: Nick Clevert
Job Loocation; 170 N. Main St., Wharton, NJ, 07885 Customer Phone: 616-780-2398
* Names Cud.e Sturt Osnms ::t ?“li‘n::{: Finish QTY. Material Deseription
. Ebbert RM 0800 1300 2 [Health & Safety Laye]l D
S. Nothstein RT 0800 1300
4 (8" Oil Booms / bales
I [Oil Sweeps / Bala
5 |55 Gallon Steel Drams
”ﬁ ] EQUIPMENT QTY EQUIPMENT |QTY|[ DISPOSAL / MANIFEST
sponse Truck . 1
igital Camera 1

—
[ JOB DESCRIPTION/REMARKS

was advised by customer contact Nick Clevett that the access ag reement has been approved to enter the Air Products Property.
ustomer coatact coordinated with Air Products representative Janex Sanders to meet RRI's crew on site to gain access to the Alr Products
property to exchange the booms and sweeps in the ditch area. -

obilized equipment and crew to site, Conducted Health and Safat meeting with all on-site personnel.

et with Air Products representative Tanet Sanders 1o review scope of work,
rew replaced four (4) rows of 8" oil booms and twa (2) rows of oil swee s in two (2) separate locations in the ditch area.
very light sheen was seen on the surface of the warer.

w then mobilized to the LE Carpenter / Wharton property,

et with on-site representative Dave Condon 1o unlock the fence surrounding the premises,

rew flipped two (2) rows of 8" ol booms and replaced one (1) row of £" oll booms and ane (1) row of ail sweeps in the mouth of the see area.
Visible ground contamination seen in collection ares in the mouth of the seep area,

ue o recent heavy rains, seep area contained standing water. Observed no current or flow roward river, .
ontaminated booms and sweeps were bugged and placed inw 5§ gallon steel drums for disposal. Clean up activivies generated five (S) drums for disposal.
Labeled and staged drums on the LE Carpenter / Wharton property. - Photo iphed site activities. Clean and secure sitc.

RI communicated site activities and email site photos to RMT representative Nicholas Clevert on 7-16-04

Customer Signature; _ Representative: Mark A. Ebbert
te; Date; July 16, 2004
Criginal - Custorner Copy - .




l JUL-28~2004 04:24PM FROM-EVMI _ +14842766870 T-881 P.0D1/001  p-usw
l RESPENSE v 14 Brick Kiln Court, Northempton, PA 18067
Tel, (484) 275-6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
. www.RR] - hazmat.com
| ~ DAILY RECORD
Project #: Ground Contamination Control Date: Wednesday, July 28, 2004
Customer: RMT Inc. / LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Conrtact: Nick Clevelt
Idb Locadon: 170 N. Main St., Wharton, NJ. 07885 Customer Phone: §16-780-2398
Names Code .Smrt' O;‘;:‘ E;;;E Finish QTY. Mate’riaill Das:ﬁpﬁon
M. Ebbert . RM  [0800 1300 2 |Health & Safety Level D
B, Michalik RT 0800 1300 i
1 3" Oil Booms / bale ‘
- : T o S\.veep;/—ﬁ?k »
eayy Mil Garbage Bags
EQUIPMENT QTY . EQUIPMENT Tory|| DISPOSAL/MANIFES
E._«gponse Truck . 1 . .
Digital Camera 1

. JOB DESCRIPTION/REMARKS ‘
Mobilized cquipment and crew to site. Conducted Health and Safety meeting with all on-site pem_nnel.

Met with Air Products representative Janet Sanders to unlock the fence surrounding the premises. I
two (2) fows of oil sweeps in two (2) separate locations in the ditch area.

Crew flipped all 8" oil booms and replaced
A very light sheen was seen on the surface of the water.
Crew then mobillzed w the LE Carpenter / Wharton property.
the premisss.

Met with on-site representative Dave Condon to unlock the fence surroundi
Crew fif one (1) row of 8" ol booms and replaced two (2) rows 8° oil booms and oné (1) row of oll sweeps in the mouth of the seep area

Visible ground ontarnination seen in cellection area in the mouth of the seep area,
-Due 1o Tecent heavy mains, seep area contained standing water. Observed no current or flow toward river.

Contaminated booms and Swoeps wers and placed imo S gallon stecl drums for disposal. et up activitics genarated one (1) drum for dispo
T abeled and staged drum on the LE Carpenter / Wharton propecty.. ' '

Photographed ‘site activities.

Clean and secured site.

RRI communicated site activities and email site photos to RMT representative Nicholas Clevett on 7-29-04

Customer Signature: Repre sentative: ~Mark A. Ebbert

Date. : _____ Date: July 29, 2004
Orniginal « Cugtomer Copy

. .



'-’mu-zs-zona, 03:32PH  FROM-EWMI

‘ +14842788870 T-818  p.poz/o0z  F-281
R RESE SE e, - 14 Brick Kiin @urt, NorthamLPton PA 18067
Tel. (484) -6900 Fax (484) 275-6970
l ] w.RRI - hazmat.com _
DA CORD | |
l Project #:; Ground Contamination Contral Date: : Wednesday, August 11, 2004
Customer; RMT Inc./LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevetr
Job Location: 170 N. Main St., Wharton, NJ 07885 Customer Phone: £16-780-2398
Names . Cade Start osn:r'? ?‘?n?silt: F‘iuish QTY. Materfnl Descriprion
S. Nothstein RM  [0800 - 1300 2 alth & Safety Level D
B. Rehrig RT 0800 1300

38" Oil Booms JBales

1 Qil Swaeps / Bales

E Heavy Mill Garbage Bags
N , . '

6 |55 Gallon Steel ﬁi-!Drmﬁs

EQUIPMENT QTY EQUIPMENT QTY |} DISPOSAL/MANIFEST
esponse Truck . j 1 : :
igital. Camera . 1

L
JOB DESCRIPTION/REMARKS |

e
Aobilized equipment and crew to site. Conducted Health and Safe meeting with all on-zite personnel,

Air Products representative Janet Sanders s pplied RRI with 8 key to acéess their property for the routine maintenance events,

Air Products Property: Crew replaced all 8" oil booms and replaced two (2) rows of oil sweeps in two (2) separate locations in the ditch area.
A very light shesn was seen on the surface of the water,

Crew then mobilized to the LE Carpenter / Wharton property.

et with on-site representative Dave Condon to unlock the fence surrounding the premises,
Ripped two (2) rows of 8” oil booms and teplaced one (1) row of 8" oll boom and one (1) row ol oil il sSweeps in the mouth of the area

Visible ground éontamination seen in collection area in the mouth of the seep area.

cep area was fairly wet with no running water.

ortamingted boors and swaeps were bagired and placed into 55 gallon stesl drums for disposul. Cleun up activitics generated three (3) drums for disposal,
abeled and staged drums on the L E. Carpenter / Wharton property.

otographed site,
lean and secured site,

l&mmmunfcated site activities and email site photos to RMT representative Nicholas Clevets on 8-23-04

stomer Signarure: _ : Representative: Scott Nothstein
' Date: August 11, 2004

Original « Customwr Copy




“—JEP=07-2004 04:3BPM  FROM-EWMI . +14842788870 T-880 P.001/001 F-DB5
K A PP L L s~~~ s — —— —

RAPID
RESPENSE e, 14 Brick Kiln Court, Northampton, PA. 18067
Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (4»84) 275-6970
www.RRI - hazmar.com
DAILY RECORD
p— R -y
Project #: Ground Contamination Control Date; Wednesday, August 25, 2004
Customer: RMT Inc. / LE Cacpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevett
Job Location: 170 N. Main 8t., Wharton, NJ 07885 Customer Phone: 616-780-2398
Names Code sart | Cpone Qusi=| Finish QTY. | Material Description
. Nothstein RM 0800 1230 3 [Heslth & Safety Level D
. Rehrig RT _ |0800 1230
> T |87 Oil Booms / Bales

1 - |Oil Sweeps / Bales

!L, cavy Mill Garbage Bags

EQUIPMENT ' Qry| . EQUIPMENT QTY|| DISPOSAL/MANIFEST

sponse Truck : 1

= ,
—

-JOB DESCR]PTIONIREMARKS
Mobilized equipment and crew to site. Conducted Health and Safety meeting with all on-site personael.

Air Products Pro : Crew used key supplied by Air Produets Representative Janet Sanders to unlock the fence surrounding the premises.
Crew flipped all 8" oil booms_and réplaced two (2) rows of oil sweeps in two (2) separate locations in the ditch area,

No visible product or sheen was seen on the syrface of tho water, '

Photographed site. Clean and secured Air Products property.

Crew then mobilized 1o the LE Carpenter / Wharton property.

Met with gn-sitc representative Dave Condon to anlock the fence surrounding the premises.

Crew flipped onc (1) row of 8” ¢il booms and replaced two (2) rows 8 oil booris and one (1) row of 0il sweeps in the mouth of the seep arca
Visible ground contamination seen in collection area in the mouth of the seep area. '

Seep area was fairfly dry with no standing water.

Contaminsted booms and sweeps were bagged and placed into 55 gallon steel drums for disposal.

Clean up activities generated one (1) drum for disposal.

Labeled and staged drum on tho LE Carpenter / Wharton property..

Photographed sits, Clean and secured site.
RRI communicated gite activities and cmail site photos to RMT representative Nxcbolas Clevett on 9-7-04

Customer Signature: : Representative: __ Scott Nothstein

Date: Date; : August 25, 2004
Originaj - Cuatomer Copy




Ser=us=Zuugq

CERNE 140

" FRUM-EWMI

+14842758870 T-08 P.001/001 F=134
RESPENSE e - 14 Brick Kiin Court, Northampton, PA 18067

Tel. (484) 275-6900 Fax (d

www.RR! - hazmat.com

84) 275-6970

l DAILY RECORD
" R
I Project #: Ground Conramination Contfrol Date; Wednesday, September 8, 2004
Customer: RMT Inc. / LE Carpenter & Co. Customer Contact: Nick Clevert
Job Location; 170 N. Main St,, Whargon, NJ. 07885 Customer Phone: 616-780-2398
Names Code Start C)Sn;rx:e %‘n?;lt: Finish Q1Y. Material Description
B.R RM _ [0830 1330 2 |Health & Safety Level D
cholus RT 0830 1330 4 [8" Oil Boorns / bales
L 1 _ |Oil Sweeps / Bale
4 |55 Gallon Steel Drums
t eavy Mil GarbagajBugs
L 0o
I EQUIPMENT QTY EQUIPMENT QTY|| DISPOSAL/MANIFEST
Responss Truck 1
igital Camera 1

[

JOB. DESCRII’TIONI'REMARKS

Mobilized equrpmenr and crew ta site, Conducted Health and Safety mcetmgﬂth 21l onesite personnel.
Air Products Property: Craw used kay supyp slied by Atr Products Representative Yanet Sanders to unlock the fence surrcunding the premises.
Crew roplaced four (4) rows of 8" oil booms and two (2) rows of oil sweeps in two (2) separats locanons in the ditch area.
INo visible praduct or sheen was seei on the surface of the water.
[Fhotographed site. Cleun and secured site.
Crew then mobilized to the LE Carpenter / Wharton property.
Mer with on-site representative Dave Condon to unlock the fince surrounding the premises.
Crew replaced three (3) rows of 8" ofl booms and one (1) row of oil sweep in the mouth of the seep area.
isible ground contamination seen jn collection area in the mnu:h of the seep area.
area was fairly dry with no standing water.
Contaminated booms and sweeps were bagged and placed inwo SS gallon steel drums for disposal.
lean up activities generated four (4) drums for disposal.
beled and staged drum on the LE Carpenrer / Wharton property.
otographed site. Clean and secured site,
communicated site activities and email site photos 10 RMT representative Nicholas Clevett on 9-8-04

Customer Signarure:
ate;

Briaa Rehrig
Seprember 08, 2004

_ Representative:

Date:
Griginal » Gustomer Capy




EXPANDED SOURCE REDUCTION REMEDIAL AREA
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E = <o
[///77777} PROCESS WASTE AFFECTED SOLS
COPPER IMPACTED PROCESS WASTE SOLS
[ cmsons

- PCB IMPACTED SOILS INCLUDES FREE PRODUCT)

RMT COMPUTER AIDED DESIGN AND DRAFTING

mmmm UNDERLYING FREE PRODUCT SOILS AT DEPTH

ADDITIONAL SMEAR ZONE SOILS PROPOSED FOR EXCAVATION
" - TIT AsAResuLToR RecenT » RODUCT RELEASES AND SECOND
q \ i D3 SAMPLING RESULTS AND GROUNOWATER
LEAD-IHPACTED 80ILS _ b WONTORING OBSERVATIONS

~ RELOCATE DITCH
AREA LEAD IMPACTED SOWS > 400 mg/kg LEAD AROUND
* / ; o A1 LoRVER BULONG '

ADDITIONAL SMEAR — N , 4 13E)
ZONE SOILS -

AREA A-2 1SOLATED HOT SPOT LEAD > 400 mghg

"‘"W‘;;‘("'mm ¢ - AREA A-3 mmmnﬁnn FORMER WASTE DISPOSAL
LEAD-IMPACTED SOILS IN N 2
FORMER WASTE DISPOSAL - 2 AREA MULTI COL WASTE
AREA (HOT SPOTE) ) \ 5 ‘ 2

'“l"ll il At ; .' S A "~ PCB-IMPACTED SOILS
B ' llii’ . PULE
. | ; _~FREE PRODUCT BENEATH PCB NoTEs
‘l, . I IMPACTED SOILS 1 BASE MAP DEVELOPED FROM TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY PROVIDED BY
‘ JAMES M STEWART. INC LAND SURVEYORS, DRAWING NO
2783-03 DWG, DATED 02-14-02.

AREA CONTAINING COPPER IMPACTED PROCESS
WASTE

P

‘MW-ZG (6-6-68)

‘MW-H

ADDITIONAL SMEAR
ZONE SOILS

ADDITIONAL SMEAR
ZONE SOILS

M
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